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Current Topics. 


The Copyright Bill. 

Tue Copyricut Bit, which has been introduced in the 
House of Commons by the President of the Board of Trade, is 
founded, like the Bill of last year (from which, however, it varies 
in matter of detail), on the report of Lord GorELL’s Committce 
which was issued in December, 1910. That report called atten 
tion to the great complication of the existing statute law of 
copyright, which is contained in more than twenty Acts of Parlia- 
ment; and further legislation has become imperative, both to 
consolidate the statutes and to bring the law, so far as is suitable 
to this country, into conformity with the revision of the Berne 
Convention effected by the Berlin Copyright Conference of 1908. 
The leading points which have thus been raised for consideration 
are—the inclusion of architecture as a subject for protection ; 
the exclusion of technical requirements such as registration as a 
condition for protection ; the extension of the term of protection ; 
the extension of copyright so as to include the right of translation ; 
and various matters connected with musical copyright. As to 
the inclusion of architecture, the committee were not unanimous, 
but a large majority were in favour of the proposal, and it is 
introduced into the present Bill. Copyright is recognized in 
“every original literary, dramatic, musical and artistic work, 
and “artistic work” is defined to include, inter alia, ‘“archi- 
tectural works of art”; while these in turn are defined to in- 
clude “any building or structure having an artistic character or 
design.” Clause 18 permits of registration, but does not make 
it obligatory. Clause 3 extends the term of copyright from the 
present period of life and seven years, or forty-two years, whichever 
is longer, to the life of the author and fifty years after his death. 
This is the term recognized by article 7 of the Revised Conven- 
tion. But clause 4 contains provisions for enabling publication 
at reasonable prices to be compelled after the lapse of twenty- 
five years from first publication, and, oddly enough, refers the 
matter to the jurisdiction of the Comptroller of Patents. 
Probably Mr. MACMILLAN’S letter to the Times, in which he pro- 
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tests against this interference with the existing rights of authors, 
The extension of copyright to 
translations is effected by clause 1 (2), which expressly includes | 
under “ copyright ” the reproduction of the work in any language. 
The Bill is of the first importance, and we propose to consider 


will meet with general approval. 


its provisions more fully hereafter. 


The New Workmen’s Compensation Rules. 


WE PRINT elsewhere a set of new rules which have been 
made under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. Under 
the existing rules an employer may avoid the expense of arbitra- 
tion by filing with the registrar a notice that he submits to an 
award for payment of a specified weekly sum, or, where the com 
pensation should take the form of payment of a lump sum, he may 
pay a sum into court. If the submission or piyment into 
court is accepted, no arbitration is required, and rule 18 permits 
of the court in such cases ordering the employer to pay 
costs incurred before receipt of the notice of submission or of 
payment into court. But this does not represent the whole 
of the costs which the workman or his dependants may 
incur before the matter is finally settled, and the first of the 
new rules extends the power of the court over costs to the 
costs properly incurred in relation to the notice of submission 
to an award or payment into court, and to the notice of 
acceptance. Rule 2 allows of an abridgment of the times for 
taking steps preliminary to an arbitration with a view, in propr 
cases, to expediting the arbitration. Under the present rule 27 
the procedure in an arbitration is to be the same as in a county 
court action determined by a judge without a jury. It was held, 
however, by the Court of Appeal in Sutton v. Great Northern 
Ttailway Co. (1909, 2 K. B. 791), that a county court judge 
sitting as arbitrator under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1906, had no power to order discovery before the hearing, either 
by affidavit of docaments or bv interrogatories ; and in order to 
make rule 27 accord with this decision the third of the new rules 
modifies it by introducing the words “in so far as such 
procedure 18 applicable to proceedings by way of arbitration.” 
A similar qualification is introduced by the new rule (r. 7) 
in rule 80 of the rules of 1907, which applies generally the 
county court procedure to matters under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act not otherwise provided for. 


A Workman’s Direct Claim against Insurers. 

THE EXPEDIENCY of bringing the Workmen's Compensation 
Rules into accordance with the law as expounded by judicial 
decision has led also to the re-drafting of rule 35 (3), which relates 
to proceedings by workmen against insurers. In the event of 
the bankruptcy of an employer who has insured against work- 
men’s compensation, his rights against the insurers are, under 
section 5 of the Act of 1906, transferred to the workman, and 
the insurers have the same rights and remedies, and are subject 
to the same liabilities, as if they were the employer, so 
however that the insurers shall not be under any greater liability 
to the workman than they would have been under to the 
employer.” In pursuance of this enactment, rule 35 (3) provides 
that the provisions of the Act and rules as to arbitration “ shall 
apply, with the necessary modifications, to the settlement by 
arbitration of questions as to the liability of the insurers.” But 
the rule does not recognize that there may be terms in the con- 
tract of insurance which prevent the ordinary procedure of arbi- 
tration from being available. In King v. Phenix Assurance Co. 
(1910, 2 K. B. 666), the contract of insurance provided 
that disputes under it should be referred to osbituation 
under the Arbitration Act, 1889, and that an award under that 
Act should be a condition precedent to any right of action on the 
policy. It was held by the Court of Appeal that section 5 
required that the claim of the workman against the insurers should 
be subject to this condition ; otherwise the liability of the insur- 
ance company would be changed. Accordingly rule 35 (3) has been 
varied 80 as to make it clear that the application of the provisions 
of the Act and rules to arbitrations between workmen and insurers 


is to be subject to the provisions of the contract of insurance as to | 
the settlement of disputes between the employer and the insurers. | 


Rule 5 of the new rules provides for the case where an employer 
denies liability to dependants of a workman, but is willing to pay 


a sum by way of settlement. On payment of such sum into court 
and acceptance by the dependants the reference to arbitration 
will be avoided. Rule 8 extends to proceedings under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act the facilities for obtaining forms 
marked ‘‘ not to be printed” which have recently been introduced 
in regard to county court forms generally. And rules 9 to 16 
are intended to carry out the provisions of the Workmen's 
Compensation (Anglo-French Convention) Act, 1909, and the 
| Order in Council made thereunder. 








The Investments of the Public Trustee. 

ONE OF the quaintest incidents that has recently occurred 

in relation to a public department happened last week. Mr. 
BotToMLE&y had given notice of his intention to ask in the House 
of Commons on the 29th ult. whether the President of the Board 
of Trade 
was aware that the Public Trustee is in the habit of advising the 
sale of British stocks with a view to the reinvestment of the proceeds 
in foreign securities ; whether such advice is given upon his own 
responsibility ; and whether he will grant a return shewing the 
total sales of British stocks with a view to such reinvestment in 
foreign securities since the establishment of the department of the 
Public Trustee ? 
This question was, in fact, not asked, having been postponed 
to Tuesday in this week. But on the 30th ult. there appeared 
in the Times, under the heading of “ Official Statement,” a com- 
munication, obviously from the Public Trustee’s Office, not only 
stating that the question had been asked ; but also—strangest of all 
—purporting to statethe answer which had been giventoit. “Such 
were the question and the answer in the House of Commons,” con- 
tinued the communication. “The Public Trustee, however, now 
authorizes the following statement to be made” ; and then followed 
an explanation of the policy pursued by the Public Trustee in 
investing trust funds. Naturally Mr. BoTTOMLEY was anxious to 
know how the terms of the answer which had never been given 
had been arrived at. Had the Public Trustee, in addition to 
his other qualities, the power of reading the thoughts of the 
Head of another department, or had such Head forwarded his 
answer in advance to the press or the Public Trustee ; or had the 
undelivered answer been in fact dictated by the Public Trustee? 
On raising the matter, as a question of privilege, in the House 
of Commons on Thursday, Mr. BorroMLEY was informed by Mr. 
Hopuouse that no answer which had not been given to the 
hon. gentleman had been in any way communicated to the 
press, and “undoubtedly there was an unfortunate misunder- 
| standing in the Office of the Public Trustee,” and he added that 
“he had addressed a suitable communication to the officials.” 
Then followed letters of apology by the Principal Clerk in 
the Public Trustee Office to the editor of the Times and to Mr. 
BorroMLEY, in which it was stated that such Principal Clerk was 
“personally and solely responsible for the matter, in the absence 
of the Public Trustee.” Hence it would appear that a clerk in 
the office considers himself to be invested with power to authorize 
statements to be made in the press on behalf of the Public 
Trustee. 


The Policy of the Public Trustee in Investments 
of Trust Funds. 

THE ANSWER to Mr. BorroMLEy’s question was given in tle 
House of Commons on Tuesday last, when Mr. HopHouse said 
that : 

“The responsibility in this matter rests with the Public Trustee, 
who has, subject to the Act of 1906 and the rules made thereunder, 
the same powers, duties, and liabilities as a private trustee. I undet 
stand that it is not his practice to advise the sale of British stocks 
merely for the sake of re-investment in foreign securities, but where 
the creator of a trust has elected to give the Public Trustee discretion 
to invest in foreign securities, the Public Trustee deems it his duty 
to give such consideration to that discretion given him by the settlor 
as is possible and prudent under the circumstances of the case. 


| Now, in the memorable “statement” authorized by the Public 
Trustee to be made in the Times the public were informed that 

“he should not be thought either to confine himself to strictly 
| trustee investments, or to limit himself to one form of invest- 
| ment, either home or foreign. His policy is to go all over 
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the world in search of sound securities, stable and even 
appreciating as to their capital value if in the invest- 
ment clause the creator of a trust voluntarily gives him 
authority to go into foreign investments, then, upon a proper 
occasion and suitable securities offering, he considers that the 
wishes—one might say almost the desires—of his clients should 
be given effect to.” Bearing in mind that the Public Trustee 
in relation to investments has “the same powers, duties and 
liabilities as a private trustee,” it may be desirable to call his 
attention to the observations of Lord Watson in Learoyd v. 
Whiteley (12 App. Cas., at p. 733), defining the duty and liability 
of a private trustee in relation to investments :— 

“ He is not allowed the same discretion in investing the moneys of 

the trust as if he were a person sui jurts dealing with his own estate. 
Business men of ordinary prudence may, and frequently do, select 
investments which are more or less of a speculative character ; but 
it is the duty of a trustee to confine himself to the class of invest- 
ments which are permitted by the trust, and likewise to avoid all 
investments of this class which are attended with hazard.” 
Again, it is important to consider on whose advice the Public 
Trustee relies in going all over the world in search of invest- 
ments of trust funds on foreign securities. For instance, 
how can he have ascertained the security or “ stability” of the 
Argentine Government Internal Gold Loan and Rescission Bonds, 
or the Chilian Government Loans, or the Salvador Republic Bonds, 
all of which he has sanctioned for the investment of capital money 
in the hands of Irish trustees for the purposes of the Settled 
Land Acts. And again, the attention of the Publie Trustee may 
be drawn to the observation of Lord Hatspury in the above- 
mentioned case of Learoyd v. Whiteley, that the reliance which may 
be properly placed upon the skill of a skilled person is not to 
be confused with “the judgment which the trustee himself is 
bound to form on the subject of the performance of his trust.” 


The House of Lords as an Appeal Court. 

THE PRESENT constitutional crisis and the recent elevation of 
Mr. HALDANE to the Peerage should serve to attract attention 
to the singular juridical position of the House of Lords as the 
final Appeal Court for the United Kingdom. The House is, in 
fact, hedged round by a good niany statutory restrictions when 
sitting as a court. For instance, appeals cannot be heard and 
determined unless at least three Lords of Appeal are present: 
Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876, s, 5. As a court, too, 
the House has some privileges conferred on it by statute. 
Sections 8 and 9 of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876, enable 
judicial business to be transacted during the prorogation, and 
even after the dissolution, of Parliament. Any increase in the 
number of Peers, or restriction of the political powers of the 
Upper House, would not, of course, affect these statutory 
restrictions and privileges. But it would certainly seem 
desirable to provide for one possible scandal—the intrusion 
of lay peers upon the House when sitting in its judicial 
capacity. This—with another amendment suggested by 
Lord HALDANE’S presence in the Seane~ouull pretty 
nearly give a separate statutory existence to the “Lords of 
Appeal,” whether “in the name of the House of Lords” 
or not (see section 9 of the Act of 1876), and make it unnecessary 
to speak of appeals being heard by the ‘‘ House of Lords.” The 
other amendment suggested is the amplification of the statutory 
definition of a Lord of Appeal so as to include eminent lawyers 
like Lord HaLpANne. It is singular that Lord HALDANE 
should now only be able to sit on the hearing of an appeal by 
breaking the convention which confines the hearing of appeals 
to the Lords of Appeal. Apparently, too, Lord HALDANE could 
not at present be ey a member of the Judicial Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council, for he neither holds nor has held 
any judicial office, and could only be appointed (did a vacancy 
exist) under the power conferred by section 1 of the Judicial 
Committee Act, 1833, which enables two Privy Councillors 
with no special qualification to be made members of the Judicial 
Committee by appointment under the sign manual. 


Lords of Appeal.” 
WERE LorD HALDANE to be made a member of the Judicial 
Committee, he would ipso facto be a Lord of Appeal in the House 


of Lords, and were there a vacancy in the two seats created by 
section 1 of the Act of 1833, his appointment to one of these 
under the sign manual would be an extremely convenient method 
of obtaining his services as a Lord of Appeal. It will be 
remembered that these two seats have been filled (to cite only 
two recent examples) by the late Lord HopHouse and Lord 
JAMES OF HEREFORD. This brings us to the question of the 
meaning of a “ Lord of Appeal,” and opens up another singular 
anomaly in the judicial House of Lords. By section 5 of the 
Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876, “ Lords of Appeal ” aro “ such 
peers of Parliament as are for the time being holding or have 
held any of the offices in this Act described as high judicial offices.” 
Section 25 defines “high judicial office” for the purposes of the Act, 
but this definition need not be given here, being extended by sec- 
tion 5 of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1887. That section runs : 
“The expression ‘high judicial office’ as defined in the 25th 
section of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876, shall be deemed 
to include the office of a Lord of Appeal in Ordinary, and the 
office of a member of the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council.” Now, under section 1 of the Judicial Committee 
Act, 1833, “the President for the time being of his Majosty’s 
Privy Council and also all persons members of 
his Majesty's Privy Council who shall have been President 
thereof” are members of the Judicial Committee. The Lord 
President, however, is not necessarily a lawyer, so that the 
present and past holders of the office, if in the House of Lords, 
are also Lords of Appeal notwithstanding that they may more 
peed be regarded as lay lords. Occasionally, of course, 
,ord Presidents do possess legal qualifications. The late Lord 
WOLVERHAMPTON appears to have been technically qualified (by 
holding the office of Lord President) to hear appeals in the 
House of Lords, but it is believed that he did not avail himself 
of the privilege. He did, however, on at least one occasion (it 
is believed), sit to hear appeals in the Judicial Committee. Lord 
RosEBERY possesses legal qualifications, but he has always 
accepted the position of an ordinary lay lord, though under the 
combined operation of the Acts of 1833 and 1887 he would as 
an ex-Lord President be entitled to sit as a Lord of Appeal. 
These enactments are, apparently, a dead letter so far as they 
confer the status of a lad of Appeal upon holders of the office 
of Lord President. But it is not satisfactory that the 
statutory definition of ‘Lord of Appeal ” should include a Lord 
President who is not a lawyer, whilst it excludes eminent 
persons who are lawyers. 
Indemnity by Purchaser of Equity of Redemption. 
AN INTERESTING point was raised before Eve, J., in Mills v. 
United Counties Bank (reported elsewhere). Ever since the 
judgment of Lord Epon, in Waring v. Ward (7 Ves. 332) it has 
been firmly established that on the sale of land subject to a 
mortgage—or in other words on the sale of an equity of redemption 
—the purchaser, in the absence of express contract to the contrary, 
must be regarded as covenanting with the vendor to indemnify 
him against the personal obligation to pay the money due upon 
the mortgage. ‘The rule was very clearly stated in the Irish 
case of Adair v. Carden (29 L. R. Ir. 469), and it has long 
been recognized by conveyancers that no express covenant by 
the purchaser is necessary, the obligation being implied in 
equity. It is not quite clear whether the obligation rests on 
conscience or on an implied contract, but that is a matter of 
small importance, and whether it rests on the one or the other 
the rule is there and cannot be gainsaid. But in Mills v. United 
Counties Bank the question was raised whether the rule was of a 
ges and unqualified character, and it was contended that it 
id not apply to a sale of a contingent reversionary interest 
or did not apply until the interest vested in ssion. In 
Waring v. Ward Lord Expon, who put the obligation upon 
conscience, and not upon implied contract, limited his statement 
of the rule to cases where the purchaser gets possession, and in 
every reported case in which the principle has been applied the 
element of possession has been present. These considerations 
seem to have mainly influenced Eve, J., in coming toa conclusion, 
which was that, though he was not prepared without further 
consideration to hold that the rule had no application where the 





subject-matter of the sale was a contingent reversion, he did hold 
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that if any obligation in respect of the vendor’s personal covenant 
was imposed on the purchaser, such obligation must be conditional 
upon the interest vesting in possession, and that until that event 
happened the person claiming the benefit of the implied cove- 
nant could not sue. The decision may be correct, but, with 
great deference, we venture to doubt whether the subject-matter 
of the sale has much to do with it. The question is whether the 
vendor is entitled to be indemnified against his personal 
covenant, and that does not depend wholly or mainly upon 
whether the subject-matter of the sale is an estate in possession 
or a contingent reversion. 


Concealment of Names of Parties to Legal 
Proceedings. 

Ir 18 tolerably well known that it is sometimes thought 
expedient in sending cases to counsel for his opinion to conceal 
or disguise the names of the parties. Cases within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Divorce Court, cases relating to the public revenue, and 
cases relating to the title to land, afford numerous examples. The 
practice goes back to a remote period, and the lawyer in one of the 
novels of Sir WALTER Scott mentions that he has obtained the 
opinion of a learned advocate “onan A.B. memorial.” We do not, 
however, remember any such proposal as that made by a writer 
in an American periodical, who begins by stating that it is an 
undeniable fact that the judges of the Supreme and other Appeal 
Courts are often, in giving their decision upon points of law, 
influenced by their own individual feeling and opinion regarding 
the perso: :ality of the plaintiff or defendant ; for judges are, after 
all, only men. The writer proposes as a remedy for this inevit- 
able weakness that all cases on appeal should be submitted to 
the courts by written briefs (no oral arguments being allowed) 
and that these briefs should not disclose the name or names of 
either the plaintiff or the defendant or in any manner whatsoever 
refer to them in such a way as to risk disclosing their identity. 
* Equality under the law ” can only, in his opinion, “ be attained 
by arranging that the points of law shall be decided without 
allowing the judges to obtain any knowledge as to the personality 
of the parties to the action.” He adds that an engineer who is 
called in to adjust a question of disputed boundaries, or an 
assayer who is asked to determine the value of specimens of 
mineral rock, would probably be kept in ignorance of all extran- 
eous details. This suggestion, assuming that it is meant to be 
taken seriously, appears to us to be wholly impracticable. It 
would be really impossible to conceal from anyone interested in 
legal topics the names of the parties in any case in which a point 
of law was reserved for the opinion of thecourt. The knowledge 
which the judges have gathered in a long experience would in 
many cases enable them to form a tolerably correct conclusion as 
to the identity of the parties concerned. Nor can we bring our- 
selves to think that a knowledge of the names of the parties to 
the dispute is likely to affect the impartiality of the tribunal. 
It might even on some occasions assist the judges in deciding 
questions of bona fides, or in estimating the amount of damages 
to be awarded to be well acquainted with the character and 
reputation of the litigants. 


Discretion of Counsel as to Order in which 
Witnesses are Called. 

LORD ALVERSTONE, during the hearing of the appeal in the 
case of The King v. Morrison, commented upon the fact that the 
prisoner’s counsel called several witnesses for the defence before 
placing the prisoner in the box, and observed that this delay in 
calling the prisoner was not in accordance with the practice of 
the courts. The statute which enables a person charged with 
an offence to be a witness for the defence only dates from the 
year 1898, and it is possible that there is as yet no uniform and 
settled rule of practice as to the order in which the person so 
charged is to be called. It is, however, unnecessary to say that 
the statute contains no provision on the subject, and it is difficult 
to see how the discretion of counsel as to the order in which his 
witnesses are to be brought forward can be controlled. Counsel 
in launching a case where the evidence of his client is material, 
and in which the reputation and credibility of the client are 
seriously challenged, would naturally lose no time in placing 


rise to the suspicion that this form o* procedure was intended to 
protect the defendant from omissions and discrepancies in his 
statement. But counsel may choose to disregard these considera- 
tions, and have, in fact, done so on numerous occasions, particu- 
larly at the trial of the action in the Orton and Tichborne case, 
Portly volumes have been written on the law of evidence, but 
its origin is somewhat obscure. It was probably for the greater 
part founded on the interference of our judges in their efforts 
to confine the inquiry before them within reasonable limits, and 
thereby to limit the duration and expense of legal proceedings. 
To prescribe the order in which witnesses shall be called would 
carry this interference further than is warranted by usage or 
precedent. 








Undertakings Given by Solicitors, 


THE judgment of HAMILTON, J., last year in United Mining and 
Finance Corporation v. Becher (1910,12 K. B. 296) contained an 
interesting discussion of the authorities on the jurisdiction of the 
court to enforce in a summary manner undertakings given by 
solicitors, but we have delayed noticing it in consequence of the 
appeal, which was for some months pending. The result of the 
appeal, however (see 1911, 1 K. B. 840), leaves the judgment 
untouched. 

HAMILTON, J., held that the jurisdiction was not, as it had been 
argued, confined to the two cases—first, where the relation of 
solicitor and client exists and the undertaking is given to the 
client ; and secondly, where a solicitor gives, in the course of a 
proceeding in court, an undertaking to a person who is not his 
client ; but it also extends generally to cases where a solicitor, 
acting in his professional capacity, gives an undertaking to a 
person who is not his client. A more restricted view of the 
jurisdiction was taken by Hart, V.C., in Peart v. Bushell (2 Sim. 
38), where he said that it did not come within his jurisdiction 
to order a solicitor for a vendor to perform an undertaking 
which he had given to the purchaser in connection with the sale, 
it not being an undertaking in a cause ; and in Le A Solicitor, Ex 
parte Hales (1907, 2 K. B., p. 548), A. T. LAWRENCE, J., spoke of 
the jurisdiction as though it was confined to undertakings given 
in the course of legal proceedings: “The dishonourable conduct 
in such cases, in order to give the court jurisdiction, must be 
dishonourable conduct to the applicant in the course of judicial 
proceedings, and if the applicant can shew that there has been 
dishonourable conduct to him, prejudicing his position, it is then 
that he can come to the court and say, f ask for the interposi- 
tion of the court by way of this summary remedy.’” 

But in the present case HAMILTON, J., declined to accept 
Peart v, Bushell (supra) as containing a correct statement of the 
law, and he pointed out that the dictwm just quoted did 
not profess to have been uttered after exhaustive examination 
of the cases. It is, indeed, inaccurate not only in restricting the 
interposition of the court to cases of undertakings given in the 
course of judicial proceedings, but in requiring that the conduct 
of the solicitor shall have been dishonourable without any qualifi- 
cation of that term. In the present case it was admitted that 
there was nothing dishonourable in the conduct of the 
solicitor, nor were any legal proceedings pending. A contract 
had been entered into between IvANITZKY, a Russian subject, 
who was the owner of certain mining claims in Russia, with the 
United Mining and Finance Corporation with reference to the 
incorporation of a company to- acquire the claims, and a sum of 
£1,000 was to be paid on the signing of the contract and £5,000 
a week later. The £1,000 was paid, but the corporation required 
first an additional week, and then further time, to pay the £5,000. 
The additional week was granted, but to obtain farther time 
arrangements were made with the defendant, who was IVANITZKYS 
London solicitor, to go to St. Petersburg and endeavour to get 
his client’s consent ; and, to enable him to arrange further terms, 
first one sum of £1,000, and then another sum of the like amount, 
was entrusted to him. In acknowledging the receipt of the 
former sum, he wrote: “I undertake to repay the sum of 
£1,000 to you at any time after the 8th of November in the 
event of terms not having been arranged with Mr. IVANITZKY 





him in the box, and would by interposing other witnesses give 





by that date, or in the event of the further agreement necessary 
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te carry out any new terms not having been signed by that date.” | with regard to the exercise of the jurisdiction. But this is not the 
And a similar undertaking was given with regard to the second | basis of the jurisdiction ; otherwise, as already stated, the 
sam. This was at the end of October and beginning of | jurisdiction ought to be of general application. The jurisdiction 
November, 1909. The solicitor went to St. Petersburg, but no | is based on the ground that the court expects a high standard 
terms were arranged within the time limited by the undertakings, | of conduct in its officers ; and when a personal undertaking has 
and in December the corporation applied through their solicitors | been given by a solicitor in his professional capacity, this standard 
for the return of the £2,000. The solicitor for IVANIZTKY | is enforced by granting to the other party,whether client or no, and 
ied that there was a question as to whether in the circum- | whether the aufertelion bas been given in the course of judicial 
stances IVANITZKY was not entitled to the money, and he desired | proceedings or no, asummary remedy. The sole test is whether 
that the corporation should bring an action against him so that | or no the undertaking has been given by the solicitor as such. 
he could interplead and pay the money into court. The cor- | In the course of complicated negotiations, said HAmivron, J., 
poration declined to adopt this course, and took out a summons | solicitors frequently have to give subsidiary undertakings for the 
for an order for repayment to them of the £2,000 in _pursu- | paymert of money and of a similar character, and those under- 
ance of the undertakings given when the money was handed | takings are given in their capacity as solicitors, “and money is 
over. There was, therefore, no question of dishonourable or dis- | entrusted to them under those undertakings largely because they 
creditable conduct, and the point was whether the corporation | are solicitors and are deemed, therefore, and found to be, especially 
were entitled to the benefit of the summary power of the court | worthy of trust.” Of course, since the exercise by the court of its 
with a view to preventing the solicitor from raising any question | jurisdictionis amatter of discretion, thecircumstances may be such 
of a conflicting liability on his part to his Russian client. as to induce the court not to make a summary order, though the 
Now, one effect of the summary procedure in the case of a | learned judge found no such circumstances in the present case. 
solicitor is that the applicant gets speedily a remedy which he | In spite of the solicitor’s possible liability to his Russian client, he 
would otherwise have to seek in an action. In Me Marchant | considered that the corporation were entitled to the summary 
(1908, 1 K. B, 998) VaueHAN Wiuiams, L.J., referred to | procedure to enforce the undertakings, and an order was made 
the procedure as “an action commenced in this convenient | accordingly, though in such a formas not to reflect in any way on 
way by an originating summons”; but of course this is not | the solicitor and so a3 to facilitate an appeal. This appeal has 
the object of the procedure, otherwise it should be available for | led to the interpleader proceedings which the solicitor asked for 
every creditor who desired a speedy remedy against his debtor. | in the first instance, with the result that any claim to the money 
The foundation of the jurisdiction lies in the power of the court | in question by IvANitzKy against the solicitor was held to be 
to enforce in solicitors, as its officers, a high standard of duty. | barred, and, subject to certain provisions as to costs, the money 
Itis not, as HAMILTON, J., pointed out, referring to the decisions | in court was directed to be aid out to the corporation ; but the 
in Re Hilliard and Re Gee (2 D. & L, 919, 997), a question | Court of Appeal gave no decision upon the questions of law 
: wrt! in the ordinary sense ; and though in Re Hilliard | and practice which had been dealt with by Hamitton, J. 
the jurisdiction was expressed to be based upon the ground 
— it = camer with the view of roan; amy the 
conduct of the officers of the court, yet honesty in that regard i Oe 
is not meant to be “purely a seal oultte, but is, = is The Court of Criminal Appeal and 
evident from the decision in Re Gee and other cases, a term 
applicable to the proper and professional observation of under- the Home Office. 
= sal sear given.’ be aera J., epee ‘| Tue Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, states in the simplest terms that 
a aad he o Be Reng eter me - nig = whey mt nothing in the Act shall affect the prerogative of mercy. In 
ee a . 7. standard than the conduct required | (aces coming before the Court of Criminal Appeal this provision 
as inary men, in that it is subject to the special control | pas again and again been referred to, and it bas well been said 
— the court exercises over officers, so that in certain cases | that the Act in no way alters, qualifies, or diminishes the 
ror oye poe po pomese f ” — yore Mh ged powers or duties of the Home Secretary in advising his Majesty 
a th _ a 1) ie ee t “ they are not Hable to | 4, to the exercise of the prerogative. Legally, therefore, the 
ee a them is entirely free from the taint of moral mis- two jurisdictions exist side by side, each unaffected by the 
le ies: tain: Os. eb Gediien Ch ie tetinin A existence of the other, gnd both present for the — of 
“Se plage Pigeon Row | oy ‘that the jurisdiction is | remedying any wrong which may have been occasioned by an 
t conduct which is expected by the | improper conviction or an unduly severe sentence. It is true 
court from Its officers, suggests that the jurisdiction extends to | the jurisdictions differ in nature and extent. The Court is a 
ook coma on te on » 4 begga Beyyal — a oo we and — by _ oo — pee 
’ r ers, me stronger with age. must consider appeals 
course of judicial proceedings ; “as clear decision to this effect esi a legal eanligtien. + Ae strong may 7. ae 
Ma given by a Divisiona Court (Lord CoLeriper, C.J., and | feeling of the individual judges forming the Court considering 
cy J.) in Re Pass (35 W. R. 410). There a building society | a particular case that there is something very unsatisfactory 
obtained judgment against a client of the solicitor, and were | about the conviction, the appeal must be dismissed unless the 
about to issue execution. They desisted on the representation | conviction cannot be supported when regarded in the light of 
of the solicitor that he was negotiating for an advance to the | strict legal principles. The Home Office, on the other band, is 
debtor sufficient to cover the judgment, and subsequently, when | not so confined. It may rightly take into consideration matters 
oF oe gee remained unsatisfied, the trustees of the society not open to the Court, and give effect to many circumstances 
ain :d a guarantee from the solicitor for payment of the amount. | which the Court either cannot regard at all or can only regard 
This they sought to enforce by application to the court for the | as being insufficient to justify any action on its part. This 
— ~ age wong org oe Bh wom the mC. ten tthe oer has been goes = by the Court over _ over —_ 
ty: ear, said Lor LERIDGE, C.J., “that [the | especially in cases where lunacy is set up but cannot be 
solicitor] entered into the undertaking as a solicitor, and the established in law, though pra lice a exist pointing to 
trustees might not have accepted the guarantee had it not been | weakness of mind which are worthy of consideration by a non- 
entered into by him as such, for a special advantage is derived | legal tribunal. Again, the Court is more limited in the extent 
from a guarantee given by an officer of the court, that it is enforce- | of its jurisdiction than the Home Office, in that only persons 
able by the creditor in a summary manner, without the trouble | convicted on indictment, criminal information or coroners’ 
and expense of bringing an action against the guarantor.” inquisitions may appeal to the Court, and the large number of 
In the present case Hamitton, J., observed that the language | persons convicted at petty sessions are left to get what redress 
of the passage just quoted wentfurther than any previous language | they can by petitioning the Home Office, a course which, 
in the direction of saying that the convenience of enforcing | apparently, sometimes meets with considerable success. This 
tolicitors’ undertakings summarily was one of the principal tests | duplication of the means of redressing the grievances of convicted 
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persons is useful, beneficent and in the highest interests of the 
State just so far as the distinction alluded to is clearly borne 
in mind, in actual practice, and the legal tribunal, and the 
administrative department do not, on the one hand, trespass on 
each other's sphere of operation, nor, on the other hand, Jeave its 
own work to be performed by the other. If the principle of 
division be disregarded, persons convicted may well complain 
that betwixt two stools they, for whose benefit the Criminal 
Appeal Act was passed, have only come to the ground, while 
the nation may also have just cause for complaint if the functions 
of the one body are usurped by the other. It is safe to say 
that in actual practice the principle has, on the whole, been 
clearly recognized and acted upon. Though a person convicted 
on indictment may in fact either petition the os Secretary 
or appeal to the Court, or first try one then the other, in actual 
experience the Home Office can hardly now entertain a petition, 
presented shortly after conviction, relating either to the con- 





April 8-r1o1t: 
| tions do not agree with the views entertained by the Court, 
Several cases have occurred in which one or other of these require- 
_ments has been absent, and should similar cases recur, the Court ig 
likely to pursue its own course unaffected by the views of the 
Home Secretary. It certainly seems open to anyone to say 
| that the suggested additional requirements ought to be brought 
| into operation by an amendment of the Prevention of Crimes 
| Act rather than by what is perhaps an undue stretching of the 
powers of the Home Secretary. 








Reviews. 


Trade-marks. 


Tue Law or TRADE-MARKS AND THEIR REGISTRATION AND MATrers 
CONNECTED THEREWITH, INCLUDING PassiInGc Orr AND GoopwItt. 





viction or the sentence, which seems to call for judicial, if any, 
examination without first referring the petitioner to his rights 
under the Criminal Appeal Act. One of the very objects of the 
Act was to relieve the Home Secretary of some of the tremend- 


By Lewis Boyp Sepastran, B.C.L., M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
Firth Eprrion. By the Author and Harry Barrp Hemmrne, 
LL.B., and 8. Raymonp Sepastian, B.A., Barristers-at-Law. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 











ous responsibility which formerly rested upon him alone of 
dealing with cages of this sort. Again, if the Court has con- 
sidered an appeal in such a case and dismissed it, any action by 
the Home Secretary is render extremely difficult and in actual | 
practice can only occur in extraordinary cases where, after the 
appeal, fresh matters have come to light which make it proper 
for the Home Secretary to interfere himself or refer the matter 
to the Court as he may do under the Act. 

On the other side, it is fairly obvious to those who have 
followed the decisions of the Court at all closely, that persons 
convicted have no real cause for complaint, since, notwithstanding 
the large powers the Court has of dismissing an appeal where no 
substantial miscarriage of justice has actually occurred, convic- 
tions have in fact been quashed in very many cases in which it 
is almost certain that resort to the Home Secretary would not 
have met with like success. Perhaps, so far as appeals relat- 
ing to sentence are concerned, the Court is open to the criticism 
that it has occasionally used the fact that power has been 
given by certain statutes to the Home Secretary to terminate 
the punishment inflicted at an earlier date than that fixed by 
the court of trial as a reason for its own non-interference. 
This may be thought by some to approach an evasion of 
responsibility, but the cases in which it has occurred have 
been extremely fow in number and of no importance. 

One excellent result of the establishment of the Court of 
Criminal Appeal, has been that the Home Office has been enabled 
to issue instructions to police authorities and others, based upon 
the decisions of the Court, as to their duty under certain 
circumstances, with the result that practices which were open to 
objection have been to a considerable degree put an end to, and 
the administration of justice thereby improved. Perhaps the 
best illustration of this is the memorandum issued by the Home 
Otfice based upon the decision of the Court in Rez v. Syres (73 
J. P. 13), with regard to cases where there are other charges of 
a like nature pending against a person convicted of an offence. 

But the Court is, of course, not bound by any instructions 
issued by the Home Office, and it cannot be said that in all 
cases where instructions have been issued the two see eye to eye. 
An illustration of this is afforded in the recent memorandum to 
the draft rules proposed to be made by the Secretary of State | 
under the Prevention of Crimes Act, 1908,with regard to habitual 
criminals, which were noted in this journal vale, p. 2. In this 
the Home Secretary states that be proposes to give instructions 
to the police directing them that, save for special reasons which 
they must fully state, they should not submit any case to the 
Director of Public Prosecutions for the purpose of obtaining 
his consent to the charge of being a habitual criminal being 
inserted in an indictment unless, in addition to the circumstances 
required by the Prevention of Crimes Act itself, the criminal (a) 
is over 30 (}) has already undergone aterm of penal servitude, 
and (c) ischarged anew with a substantial and serious offence. 
Judging from the numerous decisions of the Court of Criminal 
Appeal in cases of appeals by habitual criminals, these regula- 


| desire to see 


The opening sentence of the preface to the present edition of 
Sebastian on Trade-marks fitly eihes much legislative effort. 
“The history of the Acts for regulating the registration of trade- 
marks is the history of a continued struggle on the part of the 
mercantile community to bring about a state of the law suited to their 
= requirements, of repeated attempts on the part of the 
gislature to comply with those requirements, and of a succession of 
discoveries of the failure of the language employed, when submitted 
to judicial decision, to carry out the objects arrived at.” And Mr. 


| Sebastian points out how this has been exemplified in the attempts 


in the Acts of 1883 and 1888 to regulate the registration of words as 
trade-marks. In the Trade-marks Act, 1905, somewhat greater 
freedom has been givenin the selection of names, and although names 
which seek admission to the register as “invented words” must still 
satisfy the decision in the Solio case—Re Eastman Photographic 
Materials Co. (Limited) (1898, A. C. 571)—yet there is also a chance 
of their admission by order of the Board of Trade or of the court as 
falling under the term “ any other distinctive mark”; and distinc- 
tive is defined to mean “adapted to distinguish.” 

The text of the Act of 1905 is printed in Appendix A, and the 
sections are most lucidly explained, both by reference to the decided 
cases and by furnishing practical directions as to the procedure to 
be followed. Thus, on p. 369, there is a useful note on the manner 
in which an order of the Board of Trade can be got under the 
provision just referred to ; and the appendices contain other practical 
information, and the statutory provisions relating to the subject. 

The text of the book discusses the nature of trade-marks, their 


| acquisition, transfer, and discontinuance, and their infringement, and 
| the remedies for infringement, civil and criminal ; with chapters also 


on “ passing off” and on goodwill. The question, what is a trade- 
mark, is naturally the foundation of the whole subject, and has been 
the catise of difficulty both with the statutes and with the decisions. 
It is very fully discussed in Chapter IL., the discussion, of course, 
chiefly turning on the provisions of sections 3 and 9 of the Act of 1905. 

The civil remedy for infringement is fully explained in Chapters 
VI. and VII., the former being devoted to theremedies at common law 
and in equity, and the latter to defences and other stages of the 
proceedings. The analogous subject of goodwill contains an inter- 
esting summary of the question as to the rights of a vendor of 
goodwill which was finally settled by 7rego v. Hunt (1896, A. C. 
7). The present edition has been prepared with careful regard to 
the requirements of lawyers, 





Statute Law. 


A Treatise on Statute Law. By Writ1taM Feitpen Crales, 
M.A., Barrister at-Law. Sreconp Eprtrton. Stevens & Haynes. 
It often happens that the more uséful a legal text-book is the more 
there is to eriticize in it. Mr. Craies’ book is probably one of the 
most useful of the current text-books, and any criticisms on particular 
points in the present edition must be taken only as prompted by a 
i the next edition furtherimproved. But the book lends 
itself toa good deal of general criticism for which the present extra- 


| ordinary condition of law in,the British Empire is responsible, and not 


the author’s by no means unsuccessful efforts to co with an un- 
manageable subject-matter. Mr. Hardcastle’s original work, planned 
in 1870, was concerned directly with the interpretation of statutes. 
That was before the era of the Judicature Acts, and at the time of 
its publication in 1879 no one of our four codifying statutes had been 
enacted. 
Whilst the statute law now occupies a far more prominent 
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ition in our legal system, and (to the extent of codification 
actually effected) has superseded a certain amount of case law, Mr. 
Craies in his successive editions has cast his net wider and wider. 
The result is that there is a tendency for the author to be over- 
whelmed by his subject-matter. Take the extremely useful 
Appendix A, which gives a list of words used in statutes. The 
list originally given by Hardcastle was, as indicated by the bracketed 
words, not one-tenth the length of the list as it now stands, Then 
again, the first of the original editions contemplated dealing onl) 
with “ British” statutes—see p. | —whilst Mr. Craies has added to 
these “Colonial” statutes, and has added further chapters and 
enlarged Appendix C. The result is no doubt a book of increased 
et The list of oversea Interpretation Acts in Appendix C 
is especially valuable. 

But, notwithstanding the large amount of space devoted to oversea 
statute law, it is quite impossible to deal really adequately with the 
statute law of the United Kingdom and the oversea dominions in one 
volume of ordinary size. Anyone acquainted with the law of even 
Canada and Australia cannot fail to find considerable gaps in the 
exposition of the subject of oversea statute law. It may be 

uestioned, indeed, whether even English statute law can be scien 
tifically treated, if statute law is to be cut off from case law as a 
separate division of our jurisprudence. 

Among particular instances of slips in the mechanical arrange- 
ments that require correction in a succeeding edition, we would 
int out that it is not convenient to cite a House of Lords case by 
its volume and page in the “English Reports,” as is done, for 
instance, on p. 16 ; the ordinary reference to Duncan v. Findlater is 6 
Cl. & F. 894. We think Mr. Craies would do well in his next 
edition to omit the brackets enclosing Mr. Hardeastle’s original 
text ; to knit the whole rather more closely together, and to definitely 
separate the treatise on statutes of the United Kingdom from that 
on oversea statutes, 


War Rights on Land. 


War Ricuts on LAnp. sy J. M. Sepaicut, LL.D. Wrrn a Pre- 
Face by Francis D. Actanp. Macmillan & Co. (Limited), 

This is a most interesting book on War Law. Technical know- 
ledge of law is not required in the reader, and in fact the book will 
find more readers among laymen than lawyers, since many of the 
latter will not trouble to read any book on a branch of law in which 
they are not directly interested as practitioners. The intelligent 
citizen who is not a lawyer will—particularly if he be professionally 
interested in military matters—find the book well worth a perusal. 
The plan of the author is tostate at the head of each chapter several 
general propositions taken from the text of the Hague Conventions 
and Regulations, and explain and illustrate these propositions by 
references to actual campaigns. In this way a considerable amount 
of information about the American Civil War, the Boer War, and 
the Russo-Japanese War is conveyed simply as a matter of history. 
The style being clear, and the information given of an interesting 
kind, the general reader will insensibly pick up a good deal of 
knowledge of the rules governing warfare on land. Even as a book 
of reference the professional soldier will find the book useful, but it 
is a great deal more than a mere book of reference. The civilian will 
do well to note the serious consequences of taking up arms without 
being duly enrolled among the military forces. 








Books of the Week. 


Billsof Exchange, Promissory Notes, &c.—A Treatise 
on the Law of Bills of Exchange, Promissory Notes, Bank Notes 
and Cheques. By The Right Honble. Sir Jonn Barnarp By gs, 
late ore of the Judges of her Majesty’s Court of Common Pleas. 
The Seventeenth Edition. By Water J. BarNarp By.es and Eric 
R. Watson, LL.B. (Lond.), Barristers-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 

Real Property.—Topham’s Real Property: An Introductory 
Explanation of the Law Relating to lank Second Edition. By 
Atrrep F. Torna, LL.M, Barrister-at-Law. With Test Questions 
for the Use of Students. By F. Porrer Fausset, B.A., LL.B., 
Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 

Civil Code of Japan.—Annotated Civil Code of Japan. By 
J. E. pe Becker, Solicitor and Legal Translator. Vol. [V., First 
Edition. Butterworth & Co. 

The Common Law.—The Common Law of England : being 
the Tenth Edition of Broom’s Commentaries on the Common Law. 
By W. Brake Oneers, M.A., LL.D., K.C., and Warer BLAKE 
Opcers, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. In Two Vols. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 

., Local Government Case Law.~—-Digest of the Local 
Government Case Law of 1910; for Clerks to Local Authorities, 








Treasurers and Accountants, Medical Officers of Health, Engineers 
and Surveyors, Sanitary Inspectors and Inspectors of Nuisances, 
Assistant Overseers and other Municipal and Parochial Officers, 
Members of Local Authorities, Members of the Legal Profession, 
and others interested in this Branch of the Law. Py Nomos. Vol. 
1. The Local Government Review (Limited). 


Correspondence. 


Grant by Tenant for Life under Settled Land 
Acts of Option for Lease. 
[To th Editor of the Solicit: rs’ Journal and Weekly Re; orter.) 


Sir,—It seems to me clear that A. R. C.’s question in your issue of 
to-day [ante, p. 382] should be answered in the negative. 

A tenant for life cannot grant an option to purchase except in 
cases within the Settled Land Act, 1889, s. 2, and in regard to an 
option I see no difference between a purchase and a lease. 

See Re Furnell’s Settled Estates (83 Ch, D. 599) on the Settled 
Estates Act, 1877. EK. B. 

April 1. 


The Subsoil in Common Fields—Foreshare and 
Aftershare. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—There is yet a third possibility as to the origin of “ a fore- 
share in ten acres of Blackacre two years out of every three,” men- 
tioned in your article last week under the above heading. A_ third 
part of a profit a pre ndre was frequently assigned to the widow of 
the late tenant by the heir in the name of dower: ¢.y., the right of 
pasturing the third beast, of taking the third penny, or, in the case of 
un advowson, the right of making the third presentation. Is it not 
possible that the tenant of the foreshare of the ten acres in Black- 
acre assigned the third year in the name of dower, and then subse 
quently alienated the two years remaining in him, and that those 
two years continued as an independent estate ? W. C. B. 





Land Taxes and Provisional Valuations. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—These so-called “ Provisional Valuations” which are now 
being issued are, in fact, no valuations at all, They are entirely 
deficient in nearly all the essential elements of a valuation in the 
ordinary acceptation of the term ‘‘ valuation.” They are useless for 
the purpose for which they are being supplied. 

Section 26, sub-section 1, of the Finance Act requires the Inland 
Revenue Commissioners to cause “a valuation to be made.” Section 
27, sub-section 1, requires the commissioners to cause “a copy of 
their Provisional Valuation to be served sd 

A valuation, in the ordinary acceptation of that term, should 
contain a reasonably accurate description of the property to be 
valued. It should shew, upon the face of it, the method by which 
the valuer has arrived at the figures set forth in the valuation as 
representing the value of the property described in the valuation, 
with all necessary details to enable the-person who is required to act 
upon the valuation to be reasonably satisfied of its accuracy and 
reliability. 

It is the practice of every day, when a valuer has to make a 
valuation, for him to hand to the court or his opponent, or the 
yerson by whom he has been employed to make the valuation, not only 
bis results, but the methods by which such results have been 
obtained. His conclusions, without shewing how they have been 
arrived at, are absolutely useless, and the valuation is fundamentally 
defective without such information. 

It is useless to refer to section 25 of the Finance Act, whatever 
may be the true interpretation of the various parts thereof. The 
question is, how have the provisions of that section been applied to 
the particular case ? 

The authorities, it appears, are refusing to disclose the principle 
upon which the valuations are made. Nevertheless, if the chief 
valuer, or the district valuer, had to support his valuation, he 
would have to produce his valuation, and his evidence or statement 
as to value would be absolutely useless unless he was prepared to 
state the grounds upon which his figures had been arrived at and 
the method by which the value had been ascertained. 

If the valuation required to be made under section 26, sub-section 
1, has been made, then the necessary calculations or particulars 
must exist, shewing the application of the manner prescribed in 
section 25 to the facts and circumstances relating to the particular 
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property which has to be valued. These calculations and particulars 
are of the essence of the valuation. 

The onus and expense of making the valuation has been very 
properly cast upon the commissioners, The owner is invited to 
accept, or rather to consider, the valuation which has been made, 
appesentiy by skilled valuers, and assumed to be acting impartially 
as between the Crown and the subject, and yet the authorities are 
arbitrarily and unreasonably refusing to give the requisite details, 
which must exist if a valuation has been made, and which must be 
produced, but which the Crown practically say they will only pro- 
duce when and if the unfortunate owner incurs the trouble, risk 
and expense of an appeal against the so-called provisional valuation 

Surely the authorities cannot be either ashamed of, or afraid to pro 
duce, their calculations? There may be errors of calculation in the 
valuation, or in the description of the property in the valuation 
inadvertently or otherwise caused. These can only be ascertained 
and corrected by production of the valuation. Still the valuation 
is withheld, and only results, which may be correct or incorrect, 
are shewn. 

The making of the valuation, so far as the owner is concerned, is 
a most grave and serious business. It is to continue fur all time. 

The theory is that the Crown, in making this valuation, under 
section 26, is acting with the utmost impartiality, and with a single 
desire to arrive at a correct valuation, and not witha view to oppres 
or vex or annoy the owner in any way. The fullest particulars 
therefore should be given in the provisional valuation, or, in othe: 
words, a Lond fide valuation should be furnished to the owner, to 
guide him in determining as to the correctness of the valuation. 

It is not proper action on the part of the Crown just simply to 
state the conclusions of caleulations, and to give these figures only 
as being the value of the property, and then to tell the owner, if he 
does not like these figures, he can appeal. 

It is so important that the valuation to be made, under section 26 
sub-section 1, should be a genuine and 4ond fide valuation, and 
that a copy of such valuation, and not of the mere form without 
substance, which has been supplied by the authorities, under the 
designation of “ Provisional Valuation,” should be served upon the 
owner, that the Land Union, or some other competent body, should, 
I venture to suggest, take immediate steps to test the question as to 
whether the so-called “ Provisional Valuations” now being issued 
are a proper compliance with seetion 26, sub-section 1, and section 27, 
sub-section 1. W. J. Fraser, 

78, Dean-street, Soho-square, W., April 1. 





New Orders, &c. 
The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. 


THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION RULES, 1911. 
DatTep THE 3lst pay or Marca, 1911. 


The following Rules shall have effect under the Workmen's Com- 
pensation Act, 1906 

Ihese Rules may be cited as the Workmen's Compensation Rules, 
1911, or each Rule may be cited as if it had been one of the Work 
men’s Compens ation Rules, 1907 (he rein referred to as the principal! 
Rules), and had been numbered therein by the number of the Rule 





placed in the margin opposite such Rule. 
These Rules shall come into operation on the first day of May 
one thousand nine hundred and eleven. 


Submission to 


lward or Payment into Court by Respondent. 


l {mendment of Rule 18 (5) (c). (1.) Rule 18 (5) (c) of the 
principal Rules shall have effect as if the following words were 
inserted therein after the words “ payment into court,” viz. :— 

“and his or their costs properly incurred in relation to the 
notice of submission to an award or payment into court, and 
to the notice of acceptance.” 

Amendment of Form 18 } (2.) The words F and his costs properly 
incurred in relation to the notice of the offer of the said weekly sum 
[or the notice of payment of the said sum of £ into court] and to 
this notice, and in attending at the court to obtain an award” 
shall be added at the end of Form 18 in the Appendix. 


Abridqment of Time for Service, de, 


2. Abridqment of time for service, answer. &e.}—-The judge or 


registrar may for good cause shewn abridge the time for service 


of a request for arbitration on any respondent, or the time for 
filing an answer or serving a third party notice under these rules: 
and if an order is made to that effect a copy of the order shall be 
annexed to 
respon lent. 

3. Amendment of Rule 27.}—The words “in so far as such pro 
shall 


and served with the notice to be served on the 


cedure is applicable to proceedings by way of arbitration’ 





be inserted in Rule 27 of the principal Rules after the words 
“without a jury.” 
Proceedings against Insurers under Section 5. 


4. Amendment of Rule 35. Arbitration between workmen and 
insurers. }—Paragraph 3 of Rule 35 of the principal Rules is hereby 
annulled, and the following paragraph shall stand in lieu thereof, 
viz. :— 

(3.) Subject to the provisions of the contract between the 
employer and the insurers as to the settlement of differences 
or disputes between the employer and the insurers, the pro- 
visions of the Act and these Rules as to the settlement of 
matters by arbitration shall with the unecessary modifications 
apply to the settlement by arbitration [Form 11.], as between 
the workman and the insurers, of any question as to the lia- 
bility of the insurers to the workman or the amount of their 
liability, and of any other question which would under the 
Act be the subject of arbitration between the workman and the 
employer if the rights, remedies, and liability of the employer 
had not. been transferred to the insurers. 

Payment into Court and Investment and Application of Money 
payable in case of Death: Schedule I., Paragraph 5. 


5. Payment into court where liability denied. }—(1.) Where a claim 
for compensation has been made by or on behalf of dependants, and 
the employer denies liability, but is willing to pay an amount in 
settlement of the claim, and such of the dependants as are not under 
disability are willing to accept such amount in settlement, the 
employer may pay such amount into the court to which, if an 
agreement had been come to in the matter, a memorandum of such 
agreement would be sent to be recorded. 

(2.) Where money is to be paid into court under this Rule, the 
employer shall lodge with the registrar a precipe, in duplicate, 
according to the Form 53p in the Appendix [Form 53p.], containing 
a statement of the particulars mentioned in that form. The 
employer shall annex to one copy of the precipe a form of receipt 
according to the said form, and the registrar on receipt of the sum 
paid in shall sign the recerpt and return the same to the employer 
and the employer shall forthwith give notice to the persons interes‘ ad 
in the sum paid in of such payment having been made. 

(3.) On the payment of money into court under this Rule, the 
registrar shall proceed according to paragraph 3 of the last pre- 
ceding Rule, and the provisions of that Rule shall apply to pro- 
ceedings subsequent to such payment. 

Payment of Arrears of Weekly Payments on Death of Workman 
residing out of United Kingdom, 

6. Payment of arrears of weekly payments on death of workman 
residing out of United Kingdom.}—(1.) In the event of the death 
of a workman in receipt of weekly payments while residing out of 
the United Kingdom, his representatives shall, for the purpose of 
vbtaining payment of the arrears due to the workman, forward 
to the registrar a certificate of the death of the workman, and docu- 
ments showing that they are entitled to such arrears, verified by 
declaration before a person having authority to administer an oath, 
with a request for payment of such arrears, specifying the place 
where and the manner in which the amount is to be remitted to 
them. 

(2.) For the purposes of this rule the expression “ representa- 
tives” shall mean— 

(a) if the workman leaves a will, the executors of such will; 
or 

(b) if the workman dies intestate, the persons who are accord- 
ing to law entitled to his personal estate, and payment 
of the arrears may be made to such persons without the 
production of letters of administration. 

(3.) On the receipt of the certificate and documents mentioned 
in this rule the registrar shall examine the same, and may, if 
not satisfied that the same are in order, return the same for 
correction. 

(4.) If the registrar is satisfied that the certificate and docu- 
ments are in order, or when they are returned to him in order, 
he shall send to the employer a notice requesting him to forward 
the amount due, and the employer shall thereupon forward the 
amount to the registrar, who shall remit the same, less any fees 
payable to the registrar, and the costs of transmission, to t' 
representatives of the workman at the address and in the manner 
requested by them, such remittance being in all cases at the 
cost and risk of such representatives. 

(5.) Form 59 in the Appendix shall be amended by the addition 
thereto of the paragraph in the Appendix [Form 59a. ]. 


Procedure generally. 


7. Amendment of Rule 80.}—The words “in so far as such pro- 
cedure and provisions are applicable to proceedings by way 
arbitration ” shall be added at the end of Rule 80 of the principal 
Rules, 
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Supply and filling up of Forms. 

8. Supply of forms.}-+(1.) The registrar of any court may apply 
to the Treasury for any of the forms required to be used by parties 
to proceedings in Court under the Act, notwithstanding that such 
forms are marked in the Appendix as “not to be printed,” and if 
such application is granted may obtain such forms and supply the 
same without charge for the use of parties to such proceedings. 

Filling up of forms.}—(2.) Where any party to any proceeding 1s 
illiterate, and unable to fill up any form required to be used, it 
shall be the duty of the registrar or his clerk to fill up such form. 


The Workmen’s Compensation (Anglo-French Convention) Act, 1909, 
and Order in Council (22nd November, 1909). 

9. Special provisions as to French citizens. 9 Edw. 7. ¢. 16. Order 
in Council, 22nd Nov., 1909.}—Where a request for arbitration is 
filed by or on behalf of a workman who is a French citizen, or by or 
on behalf of the dependants of a deceased workman who was a 
French citizen, the following provisions shall apply. 

10. Request and particulars.}—The request and particulars shall 
state that the workman is or the deceased workman was a French 
citizen. 


11. In what court proceedings to be taken.|—The court in which } 


proceedings are to be taken shall be determined in accordance with 
Rule 73 of these Rules. 


12. Answer where respondent relies on Order in Council, par. (1).]- 


A respondent who intends to rely as a defence on paragraph (1) | 


of the Order in Council dated the 22nd day of November, 1909, 
made under the Workmen’s Compensation (Anglo-French Conven 
tion) Act, 1909 (in these Rules referred to as ‘‘the Order in 
Council”), shall state the facts on which he intends to rely in his 
answer in accordance with Rule 17 of these Rules. 


13. Investment in Post Office annuity of lump sum payable in 
redemption of weekly payment. Order in Council, par. (3).}—Any 
lump sum payable in redemption of a weekly payment payable to a 
workman who is a French citizen, which is to be paid into court 
pursuant to paragraph (3) of the Order in Council, shall when so 
paid be invested by the registrar in the purchase of two immediate 
annuities of equal value on the life of and in the name of the 
workman from the National Debt Commissioners through the Post 
Office Savings Bank, the first half-yearly instalment of the first of 
such annuities to be payable on the second quarterly day of pay- 
ment next following the day of. purchase, and the first half-yearly 
instalment of the second of such annuities to be payable on the 
third quarterly day of payment next following the day of purchase. 

Post Office Requlations, 1888 and 1895.|—When applying to the 
Post Office Savings Bank for the purchase of any such annuities 
the registrar shall inform the department that the case is one under 
the Order in Council ; and the workman shall sign such documents 
and furnish such evidence as may be required by the Post Offic: 


Annuity and Insurance Regulations, 1888 and 1895, to enable such | 


annuities to be so purchased. 

14. Transmission to France of lump sum payable in redemption of 
weekly payment to French citizen who returns to reside in France. 
Order in Council, par. (4).-—-Where a lump sum payable in redemp- 
tion of a weekly payment to a workman who is a French citizen has 
been paid into court, then, if the workman returns to reside in 


France, such sum (unless the same has been invested in pursuance | 


of the last preceding Rule) shall, on the application of the work 
man, be paid over by the registrar to the “Caisse Nationale 
Francaise des Retraites pour la Vieillesse ” (in these Rules referred 
to as “the Caisse”). 


Any such sum shall be transmitted by the registrar to the Caisse | 
by registered post letter, inclosing a crossed cheque for the total | 
sum due to the workman, and shall be accompanied by a certificate | 


according to the form in the Appendix [Form 55ai], and th: 


registrar shall on the application of the workman forward to him | 


a copy of the certificate. 
15. Transmission to France of swm payable as compensation to 
dependants of French citizen who reside in or return to France. Order 


in Council, par. (4).}—Where a sum payable as compensation to the | 


dependants of a deceased workman who was a French citizen has 
been paid into court, then, if the dependants resided in France at 
the time of the death of the workman, or subsequently return to 
reside in France, such sum shall, on the application of the 
dependants, be paid over to the Caisse. 


(2.) Any such sum shall be transmitted in accordance with the 
last preceding Rule, and the registrar shall, on the application of 
the dependants, forward to them a copy of the certificate. 


16. Where workman in receipt of weekly payments intends to 
return to reside in France. Order in Cowneil, par. (5).|—(1.) Where 
a workman who is a French citizen is in receipt of a weekly pay- 





ment, and such workman intends to return to reside in France, the 
' following provisions shall have effect under paragraph (5) of the 
Order in Council. 

(2.) The payments of the amount of compensation due to the 
workman shall be made at intervals of three months. 

(3.) The workman may apply to the registrar for a certificate of 
a medical referee as to the nature of the incapacity resulting from 
the injury. 

(4.) The application shall be made on notice in writing, accord- 
ing to the form in the Appendix [Form 56n.], which shall be filed 
with the registrar ; and a copy of the application shall be served on 
the employer in accordance with Rule 48; and the applicant 
shall file a copy of the application for the use of the medical 
referee. 

(5.) The employer may, on being served with notice of the 
application, require the workman to submit himself for examination 
by a medical practitioner provided and paid by the employer, in 
accordance with paragraph 14 of the First Schedule to the Act; 
and if the employer requires the workman to submit himself for 
| such examination he shall before or at the hearing of the applica- 
' tion furnish the workman with a copy of the report of that 
j practitioner as to the workman's condition, and file a copy of the 
report for the use of the medical referee. 

(6.). The workman and the employer respectively may before or at 
the hearing of the application submit to the registrar such state- 
ments in writing as they may think fit, with copies of such state- 
ments for the use of the medical referee. 

(7.) On the hearing of the application the registrar shall make an 
order referring the question to one of the medical referees appointed 
| for the area comprising the district of the court. The order of 
| reference shall be according to the form in the Appendix 
| {Form 57n.], and shall state the injury in respect of which the 
award was made, so far as it appears on the records of the court : 
and the registrar shall forward the order to the medical referee by 
registered post, accompanied by a copy of the application and of any 
reports and statements submitted to him by either party. 

(8.) The registrar shall also make an order [Form 50.] directing 
the workman to submit himself for examination by the me:lical 
referee, subject to and in accordance with any regulations made by 
the Secretary of State; and the provisions of paragraphs 5 and 6 
of Rule 54 shall apply. 

(9.) The medical referee shall forward his certificate in the matter 
to the registrar by registered post, specifying fully Yherein the 
nature of the incapacity (if any) of the workman resulting from the 
injury; and the registrar shall thereupon proceed in accordance 
with paragraph 8 of Rule 54. [Form 51.] 

(10.) Where the medical referee certifies that the workman is 
suffering from incapacity resulting from the injury, the registra: 
shall, on the application of the workman, made on notice in 
writing [Forms 57c., 57p.], and served on the employer two clear 
days at least before the hearing of the application, fix the intervals 
at which the workman shall be bound to produce, in support of his 
demand for payment of she amount of compensation due to him, 
a medical certificate that the incapacity resulting from the injury 
continues. These certificates shall be required at such intervals, 
not being less than 3 months nor more than 12 months from the 
date to which payment was last made, as the registrar may deter- 
mine, having regard to the nature of the incapacity. 

(11.) On the intervals being fixed, the registrar shall send a copy 
| of the order [Form 57p.] to the workman and to the employer, and 
' shall on application furnish the workman with ] 


(a) a copy of the certificate of the medical referee, sealed with 
the seal of the court and certified by the registrar in 
his own handwriting to be a true copy ; 

(b) a copy of the award under which the weekly payment is 
payable, sealed with the seal of the court and certified 


by the registrar in his own handwriting to be a true 
copy r4 
(c) a certificate of identity according to the form in the 
| Appendix [Form 58a.]; and 


(d) a notice according to the form in the Appendix [Form 59n.] ; 
and shall procure from the workman a specimen of his signature, 
and file the same for reference. 

(12.) For the purpose of obtaining payment of the compensa- 
tion due to him, an injured workman who is a French citizen, and 
has returned to reside in France, shall at intervals of three months 
from the date to which such payment was last made produce to the 
mayor of the commune in which he resides the certificate of 
identity furnished under the last preceding paragraph, and shall 
obtain from the mayor a certificate that such workman was alive 
on the day when the certificate of identity was produced. He 
shall also, at the intervals fixed by the registrar, obtain from a 
medical practitioner employed in an official capacity in the 
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Department in which the workman resides a certificate that the | 


incapacity specified in the certificate of the medical referee as 
resulting from the injury still continues. 


(13.) The certificate of the mayor mentioned in the last pre- | 


ceding paragraph, and, where a certificate of a medical practi 
tioner is required under that paragraph, such certificate (which 
certificate or certificates must authenticated by a visé of the 
Prefecture of the Department attesting the official status of the 
mayor and medical practitioner respectively), shall be forwarded, 
with a request for payment of the amount of the weekly payments 
<lue to the workman, to the French consular authority for the 
district in which the court is situated, to be by him transmitted to 
the registrar. 


(14.) In the event of the death of a workman in receipt of weekly | 
payments who is a French citizen residing in France, his repre- | 


sentatives shall, for the purpose of obtaining payment of the arrears 
due to the workman, forward a certificate of the death of the 
workman and documents showing that they are entitled to such 


arrears, with a request for payment of such arrears, to the consular | 


authority, to be by him transmitted to the registrar 

(15.) On receipt of the documents mentioned in paragraph 13 or 
paragraph 14 the registrar shall send to the employer a notic 
according to the form in the Appendix [Form 63.], requesting him 
to forward the amount due ; and the employer shall thereupon for 
ward the amount to the registrar, who shall remit the same without 
charge to the consular authority, to be remitted to the workman or 
his representatives. 


APPENDIX. 


Form 53p. 

Pracipe for Payment into Court under Schedule 1, Paragraph 5, and 
Rule 56c, where Liability to pay Compensation is denied, but the 
Employer is willing to pay a Sum in Settlement. 

In the County Court of holden at 


In the matter of the Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906, 
and 
In the matter of a claim for compensation made by the dependants of 
1.2 , late of , deceased, against C.D. 
, of 
TAKE NOTICE, 


1. That a claim has been made under the above-mentioned Act by 


[or on behalf of] the dependants of A. late of 
. , deceased, against ('.D) , of 

, for compensation in respect of the injury caused 

to such dependants by the death of the said 4.2 » who 


died on the day of + a 
2. The said dependants allege that the death of the said 4.2 


| the above-mentioned C.D. 


6. ‘The grounds on which the said C.D. 
to pay compensation are as follows, viz. :— 


deny their liability 


Dated this day ot 19 
(Signed) 
{or 
Solicitors for 


To the Registrar, 
County Court. 


subject to inquiry 


Registrar. 
( Date.) 


Received the above-mentioned sum of 
as to adequacy. 


Form 55a. 


Certificate of Registrar where lump Sum payable in Redemption of 
weekly Payments to French Citizen or Sum payable to Dependants 
of French Citizen is to be transmitted to France. Rules 91, 92. 


In the matter of the Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906, and the 

Workmen’s Compensation (Anglo-French Convention) Act, 1909. 
No. of matter , 
In the matter of an abitration between 4.2. of , Applicant, 
and 
c.D. of 

I hereby certify - 

1. That on the day of an award was made 
by the Judge of this Court in the above-mentioned matter, whereby 
were ordered to pay to the 
above-mentioned 4.2. , a French citizen, the weekly sum 
of as compensation for personal injury caused to the said 
A.B. on the day of by accident 
arising out of and in the course of his employment as a workman 
employed by the said C.D. . 

2. And that on the day of a further award was 
made by the Judge of this Court in the above-mentioned matter, whereby 
the above-mentioned ('.D. were ordered to pay to the said 
1B. the lump sum of £ in redemption of 
the said weekly payment : 

3. And that the said 4.#. 
of returning to reside in France. 
jor, in case of deceased workman, 

| hereby certify 

1. That on the 


, Respondents. 


has signified to me his intention 


an award was made by 


day of 


| the Judge of this Court in the above-mentioned matter, whereby the 


resulted from personal injury by accident arising out of and in the | 


course of his employment caused to the said A.B. on 
the day of at (state place of 
accident) while he was employed as a workman by the said (’.D. 
lor by E.F , a contractor with the said C.D. 
for the execution of work undertaken by them). 

or, in case of industrial disease) 

[2. The said dependants allege that the death of the said A.B. 

was caused by , a disease coming within 

section 8 of the Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906, and that the 


above-mentioned disease was due to the nature of the employment of | 


the said A.A. in (describe employment), 
and that he was last employed in such employment within the twelve 
months previous to his disablement [or suspension from his usual 
employment] [or, if the workman died without having obtained a 
certificate of disablement, or was not at the time of his death in receipt 
t a weekly payment on account of disablement, within the twelve 

months previous to his death] by the said C.D J 
3. The said C.) deny their liability to pay compensa 
tion under the above-mentioned Act to the dependants of the said A.B 
but to avoid litigation are willing to pay the sum of 


£ in full settlement of all claims to such compensation, and such | 
of the dependants of the said 4.2. as are not under 
disability are willing to accept such sum in settlement. 

4. The said C.D ,» of Messrs. 


solicitors for the said ('.D , of ], do therefore pay 
into court [when paid in by solicitors add at the request of the said 
‘D | the sum of state sum wm letters) being 
the amount which they are willing to pay in full settlement of all 
claims to compensation in the above-mentioned matter. 

5. (a) The said A.B 

disablement or suspension or death) years of age. 

b) He was employed as , and his earnings in the employ 
ment of the said ¢€'.D. during the three years next 
preceding the injury [or disablement or suspension or death) [or his 
average weekly earnings during the period of his employment under the 
said (.D 

(c) To the best of the knowledge and belief of the said C.D. 


}] were 


was at the date of the accident | 


| 


the persons interested as dependants of the said A.B are | 
tate dependants, with their ages 
far as known) 


and relationship to 


aecen ed 





| 





above-mentioned C.D. were ordered to pay to [Aere smsert 
names of dependants, as appearing in the award] 


the dependants of 
1B. , late of , deceased, a French citizen, the 
sum of £ as compensation for the injury resulting to such 
dependants from the death of the said 4.2. ; which took place 
on the day of from injury caused to the said 
1.7. on the day of by accident 
arising out of and in the course of his employment as a workman 
employed by the said C.D. ° ene 
2. Andsthat the dependants of the said A.2 have signified 
to me their intention of returning to reside in France [or resided in 
France at the time of the death of the said A.B. }) 
| do therefore, pursuant to the Workmen’s Compensation (Anglo- 
French) Convention Act, 1909, and the Order in Council made there 
under, herewith pay over to the Caisse Nationale des Retraites pour la 
Vieillesse the sum of £ sterling, being the total sum due to 
the said A.B. [or to the dependants of the said A.B. J 
under the said award, to be applied in accordance with the said 
Convention. 
Dated this day of 
Registrar. 
To the Controller : 
Caisse Nationale Francaise des Retraites pour la Vieillesse, 
Paris, France. 


Form 56s. 


Application by Workman in Receipt of weekly Payment, who is a French 
Citizen and intends to return to reside in France, for Reference to 


Vedical Referee under Rule 93 (4). 


In the County Court of holden at ; ° 
In the matter of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, 
and 
In the matter of an award recorded in the above-mentioned Court as 
to the weekly payment payable to A.B. of ry 
C.D. d Co., Limited, ot F 


a French 

in the above-mentioned matter 

day of a weekly 

is payable by the above-mentioned C.D. & Co., 

as compensation for personal injury caused to 

by accident arising out of and in the course 
intends to return to reside in Frances; 


Take Noricr, that A.B. of 
Citizen, to whom under an award 
recorded in this Court on the 
payment of 
Limited, 
the said A.P. 
of his employment, 
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And that the said 4.2. intends to apply to the registra. 
at ; on the day of , at 
the hour of in the noon, for a certificate of a medical 
referee as to the nature of the incapacity of the said 4.2. 
resulting from the injury. 
Dated this day of . 
(Signed) 
Applicant. 
ler, 
Applicant’s Solicitor. ] 
To the Registrar of the Court 
and to [the employer}. 


Form 57. 
Order of Reference, Rule 93 (7). 
In the County Court of holden at 
[Heading as in Application, Form 568.) 


On the application of of (a copy of which is hereto 
annexed), 
I hereby appoint Mr. of , one of the medical 


referees appointed by the Secretary of State for the purposes of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, to examine the said [name of 
workman] , and to give his certificate as to the nature of 
the incapacity of the said [name of workman] resulting 
from the injury. 

The nature of the injury in respect of which the award was made, 
so far as it appears on the records of the Court, was as follows 
jstate it} 


A copy [or copies) of the report [or reports] of the medical practitione: 
[or practitioners} by whom the said 
hereto annexed. [Add, if so, Copies of the statements submitted to 
me by the parties are also hereto annexed. | 

The said , who is now at 
to submit himself for examination by the referee. 

I am satisfied that the said is in a fit condition to travel 
for the purpose of being examined, and he has been directed to attend 
on the referee for examination at such time and place as may be 
fixed by the referee. 

for The said 
travel for the purpose of being examined.} 

The referee is requested to forward his certificate to the Registrar at 
the County Court office situate at 


, has been directed 


the day of , specifying fully therein the nature 
of the incapacity (if any) of the said resulting from the 
injury. 


Dated this day of * 


Judge for Registrar]. 
Form 57c. 


4pplication by French Citizen intending to return to reside in France 
to fix Intervals at which Certificates of Continuance of Incapacity 
are to be furnished by him. Rule 9 (10). 
[Heading as in Form 56s.] 


Take Notice, that I intend to apply to the registrar at 

on the day of , at the hour of 
in the noon, for an order fixing the intervals at which certificates 
of the continuance of the incapacity specified in the certificate of the 
medical referee given in this matter are to be furnished by me on my 
returning to reside in France. 

Dated this day of 

(Signed) 
Applicant. 

To the Registrar of the Court 

and to (the employer). 


Form 57p. 


“Order as to Intervals at which Certificates of Continuance of Incapacity | 


are to be furnished by French Citizen residing in France. Rule 
93 (10). 
[Heading as in Form 56B.]} 
On the application of 
I order that certificates of the continuance of the incapacity specified | 
in the certificate of the medical referee given in this matter are to be | 
furnished by the said , who intends to return to reside 
in France, at intervals of months, the first of such certificates 
to be furnished on the day of 
Dated this day of » es | 
Registrar. 
To [the applicant and 
the employer). 


| 


Form 59a 
Paragraph to be added to Form 59. Rule 60a (5). 

In the event of your death while residing out of the United Kingdom, 
your representatives must, in order to obtain payment of the arrears 
due to you, transmit to me at my office, situate at 2a 
vertificate of your death, and documents showing that they are entitled | 
to such arrears, verified by declaration before a person having authority 


to administer an oath, with a request for transmission to them of the | to alter the building 


has been examined is [or are] | 


does not appear to be in a fit condition to | 


on or before | 


| cellor acc ordingly 


amount of such arrears, specifying the place where and the manner in 

which such amount is to be transmitted to them. 

| The expression ‘‘ your representatives ’’ means 

(a) if you leave a will, the executors of such will; or 

(4) if you die intestate, the persons who are according to law 
entitled to your personal estate; and payment of the arrears 
may be made to such persons without the production of letters 
of administration. 





Form 59p. 


Notice to be given to Workman who is « French Citizen and intends to 
return to reside in France. Rule 93 (11). 


[Heading as in Award.) 


Take Noricr, that if you desire to have the weekly payments payable 
to you under the award hereto annexed remitted to you while you are 
residing in France, you must at intervals of three months from the 
date up to which such payments have been made produce to the Mayon 
of the Commune in which you reside the certificate of identity hereto 
| annexed, and obtain from him a certificate that you were alive on the 
| day when the certificate of identity was produced. You must also at 

intervals of* months from the date up to which such 
payments have been made obtain from a medical practitioner employed 
in an official capacity in the Department in which you reside a cer- 
tificate that he has examined you, and that your incapacity resulting 
from the injury, as specified in the certificate of the medical referee 
hereto annexed, still continues. 

You must then forward the certificate of the Mayor, and, where a 
| certificate of a medical practitioner is required, such certificate (which 
| certificate or certificates must be authenticated by a visé of the Pre- 
' fecture of the Department attesting the official status of the Mayor 
and medical practitioner respectively), with a request for payment of 
the weekly payments due to you, to the French consular authority for 
the district in which the Court is situated, to be by him transmitted 
to me. 

In the event of your death while in the receipt of weekly payments, 
your representatives must, in order to obtain payment of the arrears 
due to you, forward a certificate of your death and documents showing 
that they are entitled to such arrears, with a request for payment of 
such arrears, to the consular authority, to be by him transmitted to me. 

Dated this day of 


i 


Registrar. 
To A.B. 
lddress and description | 


* As fixed by the Registrar. 


We, William L. Selfe, William Cecil Smyly, Robert Woodfall, Thomas 
C. Granger, and H. Tindal Atkinson, being the five judges of the 
County Courts appointed for the making of Rules under section one 
hundred and sixty-four of the County Courts Act, 1888, having made 
the foregoing Rules of Court, pursuant to paragraph twelve of the 
Second Schedule to the Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906, do hereby 
certify the same under our hands, and submit them to the Lord Chan 


(Signed) Wms. L. Sere. 
Wa. C. S»yty. 
R. Woopratt. 
T. C. GRanGer. 
H. Trxpat- ATKINSON. 
I allow these Rules, 
(Signed) Loresvry, C. 


The 31st of March, 1911. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


ROSE ». HYMAN. No. 2. Ist April. 


LANDLORD AND TreNANT—Leasp—Covenant To Repair—BREACH oF 
CoveNaANnt—Waste—Rewier AGAInst ForFertuURE—CONVEYANCING AND 
Law or Propverty Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), s. 14 (2). 


i lessee applying, under section 14 (2) of the Conveyancing and Law 


| of Property Act, 1881, for relief againet forfeiture must come into court 


with clean hands, and relief will not be granted if he avows an intention 


| to continue or repeat a breach of a covenant contained in his lease. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Horridge, J. In_ 1844 an 
agreement was made under which a chapel was to be erected in con 
formity with plans and specifications signed by lessor and lessees., A 


| lease was granted on the 28th of May, 1845, for a term of ninety-nine 


years less ten days from Christmas, 1842, at an annual rent of £35. 
This lease contained a covenant to complete the chapel, with its appro 
priate offices and all appurtenances thereunto belonging, before Mid- 


| summer, 1846. The chapel, as erected, was in conformity with the 


plans stipulated for by the lessor in 1844. For more than sixty years 


| the chapel was used as such; but under an order of the Charity Com 


missioners the leasehold interest was sold. The lease was assigned by 
deed, dated the 1st of December, 1910, to the defendants, who proposed 
so as to adapt it for a theatre. Meanwhile the 
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property had fallen out of repair. A notice to repair was served in 
July, 1910. upon the then owner of the lease, and such notice not having 
been complied with the plaintifis on the 11th of November, 1910, issued 
a writ to recover possession. On the 24th of January, 1911, a writ was 
issued against the present defendants. They took out a summons, dated 
the 10th of February, 1911, seeking relief from the forfeiture. Horridge, 
J., dismissed the summons for relief. The defendants appealed. 

l'ur Courr (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Fietcuer Mouton, L.J., 
Bucktry, L.J., dissentiente) dismissed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—A wide discretion has been given to the court 
either to grant or refuse relief for breach of a covenant in a lease, 
having regard to the conduct of the parties and to all other circum 
stances, and in case of relief such terms, including the granting of an 
injunction to restrain a like breach in the future, may be imposed as 
the court in the circumstances thinks fit. I am aware of the danger 
of defining the mode in which discretionary powers of this nature ought 
to be exercised, yet I think it expedient to attempt to lay down some 
general principles. In the first place, the applicant must, so far as 
possible, remedy the breaches alleged in the notice and pay reasonable 
ompensation for the breaches which cannot be remedied. In the 
second place, if the breach is of a negative covenant, such as not to 
carry on a particular business on the demised premises, the applicant 
must undertake to observe the covenant in future, or at least must not 
avow his intention to repeat the breach complained of. In the third 
place, if the act complained of, though not a breach of a negative 
covenant, is of such a nature that the court would have restrained it 
during the currency of the lease on the ground of waste, the applicant 
must undertake to make good the waste if it be possible to do so. In 
the fourth place, if the act complained of does not fall under either 
the second or the third head, but is one in respect of which damages, 
other than nominal, might be recovered in an action on the covenant, 
the applicant must undertake not to repeat the wrongful act or to be 
guilty of a continuing breach. In short, subject only to the maxim 
de minimis, the applicant must come into court with clean hands, and 
ought not to be relieved if he avows an intention to continue or to 
repeat a breach of covenant. It remains to apply these principles to 
the present case. Now, it is not disputed that the plaintiffs’ title to 
possession is good unless relief is granted. The defendants have 
remedied, or will forthwith remedy, the breaches alleged in the notice 
to repair, so far as the changes made in this building admit. There 
is no negative covenant material to be considered, unless it be a 
covenant not to alter or vary the front elevation. The difficulty arises 
on the third and fourth points, which I have indicated. The defendants 
have (1) opened a door in the main wall into St. Peter’s-street; (2) 
removed the railings and dwarf wall on the north and west sides, thus 
throwing strips of ground into the streets; (3) removed the gallery 
staircases near the north entrance and substituted new staircases at 
the southern end; and there are other less important alterations in the 
interior. In my opinion, these are acts of waste of such a nature that 
the court would have restrained the lessees from committing them 
They have entirely altered the character of the demised building. _ If 
I am right in this view the fourth point need not be considered. But 
| think the acts I have referred to, and particularly the opening the 
door and the removal of the dwarf wall, are breaches of the covenant 
to repair and keep in repair: Gange v. Lockwood (2 F. & F. 115). 
The covenant is, so far as material, as follows: ‘‘ Will from time to 
time and as often as occasion shall require during the said term well 
and substantially repair support uphold maintain amend and 
keep the said demised chapel offices buildings and premises and all 
the walls fences pavements and all other appurtenances thereto 
helonging in good substantial and tenantable repair and condition.”’ 
It would be a continuing breach if the lessees do not fill up the doorway 
and make good the wall. This is not a case in which nominal damages 
alone could be recovered, and the actual pecuniary loss to the plaintiffs 
is not necessarily the measure of damages. The applicants avow 
their intention to keep the door open, and they claim the right to 
make and maintain the alterations they have effected without which the 
building cannot be used as a theatre. In my opinion, they assert the 
right to commit a continuing breach of a character which is by no 
means trivial in its nature. They do not come into court with clean 
hands, and they are not entitled to relief except upon terms to which 
they are not willing to submit. I think the appeal should be dismissed 
with costs. 
Fietcuer Movutrron, L..J., also read a judgment dismissing the appeal. 
Bucktiey. L.J., thought that the defendants were entitled to relief. 
and Disturnal; P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and 


Counse.. Buckmaster, K.C., 
Crosa field, Cushing, 


G. H. Higgins. Sorscrtors, J. 2. & FP. Purchase; 
& Wheldon 


[Reported hy J. I. Srimiixe, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re MACKENZIE. MACKENZIE +. EDWARDS-MOSS. 
Swinfen Eady, J. 18th March. 

Conruict or Laws 
—No Juprcran Sxparation—Ricut to Acgutre A Separate Domicir— 
Scorcn Law—Marrep Women’s Property (Scottann) Act, 1881 
(44 & 45 Vict. c. 21), ss. 6, 7, B- Jus RELICTI AND LEGITIM—EXCLUSION 
sy Anre-Nvupriat Conrract—Wirr'’s Separate Estate 


A married woman ia incapable of ar quiring a domicil separate from 


that of her 





separation or divorce a mensa et thoro, except, possibly, where the 
husband hus deserted his wife, and abjured the realm or committed 
felony and been transported. The fact that she has been judicially 
declared to be entitled tu obtain a judicial separation is not sufficient 
to render her capable of acquiring a separate domicil if no decree has 
actually been obtained. 

This was an originating summons taken out by the surviving hus 
band and only child of the testatrix for a declaration that the testa 
trix, who at the date of her death dwelt in England, and apart from 
her husband (who resided in Scotland), died domiciled in Scotland - 
and, upon that being established, to have it determined that according 
tu the law of Scotland, and having regard to the provisions. of the 
Married Women’s Property (Scotland) Act, 1881, the co-plaintiffs wer 
entitled to the rights conferred by the law of Scotland under th 
heads of jus relicti and legitim respectively, notwithstanding any 
provisions in the will of the testatrix purporting to dispose of ail 
her property. The question of domicil turned upon whether a married 
woman living apart from her husband without any decree of judicial 
separation, but under circumstances entitling her to obtain such a 
decree on application, can or cannot acquire a domicil separate from 
that of her husband. The second question turned upon the construc. 
tion of the Married Women’s Property (Scotland) Act, 1881, and upon 
whether two settlements executed upon the marriage were respectively 
governed by English or Scotch law. The facts were as follows :—The 
testatrix was an Englishwoman by birth, and in 1877 she intermarried 
with the plaintiff, a domiciled Scotchman. The marriage continued 
until the death of the testatrix on the 19th of August, 1909, and the 
husband continued a domiciled Scotchman. So that if that were all 
her domicil at her death would have been Scotch. But the marriage 
was not a happy one, and after one child had been born of the mar 
riage the testatrix in 1880 left her husband’s house, declined to 
resume co-habitation, and took up her residence in England, where she 
remained until her death, except for a short visit to Scotland on 
business. In November, 1891, the husband took proceedings (inte, 
alia) for divorce. The proceedings failed, but were carried to the 
House of Lords, and are there reported sub nomine Mackenzie v. 
Mackenvie (1895, A. C. 384). There, too, the appeal failed, and was 
dismissed. It appeared that the wife had left the husband because of 
conduct on his part causing her mental distress sufficient to interfere 
with her restoration to health, and because of menaces by him sufficient 
to create in her a well-founded apprehension of physical restraint. 
culminating in an act of violence against her person. Under these 
circumstances it was held that the wife had reasonable cause for 
leaving her husband’s house, and for refusing to return to it, and 
that there was a good defence to the proceedings by the husband. It 
was established that there was saevitia on the part of the husband 
within the meaning of the law of Scotland, such as to justify a 
separation. The Lords of Appeal expressed the opinion that the wife. 
if she had demanded it, would have been entitled to a decree of separa 
tion, and for the defendants in the present case it was according] 
argued that the wife must be considered as having established, by 
judicial proceedings, her right to such a decree ; and must be regarded 
as if she had, in fact, obtained such a decree; and that upon that 
footing it was open to her to acquire a separate domicil independent 
of her husband ; and that she did, in fact, acquire an English domicil 

Swinren Eapy, J., in his judgment, after setting out the facts and 
contentions, continued: It must be observed that the wife never 
obtained or applied for any decree of separation; she never lost or 
abandoned her right to insist on her husband’s receiving her to partake 
of his bed and board if she had been minded so to do; and it would be 
a singular result if the wife was entitled at any time she pleased to 
insist upon returning to her husband, and was also entitled at the 
same time, if she pleased, to establish a domicil different from that of 
her husband. The question whether a wife who has obtained a decree 
of judicial separation can obtain an independent domicil was left open 
by the House of Lords in Dolphin v. Robins (7 H. L. C. 390). [His 
lordship then read a passage from the judgment of Lord Cranworth at 
p. 417 of the report from the words, ‘‘ It was indeed argued ”’ to “ not 
under disability of coverture,’’ and also the following passage from the 
same judgment at p. 418:] ‘‘ I have already observed that the decision 
in this case will be no precedent where there has been a decree for 
judicial separation ; and before quitting the subject I should add, that 
there may be exceptional cases to which, even without judicial separa 
tion, the general rule would not apply, as, for instance, where the 
husband has abjured the realm, has deserted his wife, and established 


| himself permanently in a foreign country, or has committed felony and 


been transported. It may be that in these and similar instances the 
nature of the case may be considered to give rise to necessary excep- 
tions.”” The whole context shows that Lord Cranworth was referring 
to a judicial proceeding ending in a divorce a mens et thoro, and not 
to proceedings in which no sentence was pronounced, but which failed 
by reason of the misconduct of the spouse who instituted them ; and, 
in my opinion, that case established that a married woman is incapable 
of acquiring a separate domicil where there has not been any decree of 


| judicial separation, or its equivalent, divorce a mensd et thoro, except, 
Domicir—Wirr Livinc Apart From Her Hussanp | 


possibly, in the exceptional cases referred to by Lord Cranworth. I. 
therefore, determine that the testatrix was domiciled in Scotland at 


| her death. [His lordship then dealt with the claims of the husband 


to jus relicti, and of the daughter to legitim under sections 6 and 7 
of the Married Women’s Property (Scotland) Act, 1881, which claims 
the defendants resisted on the ground that by section 8 the Act was 


husband, where there has not been any decree of judicial | not to affect any contracts made, or to be made, between married 
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persons before or during marriage, or the law relating to such con- 
tracts ; and with the further contention that the property of which the 
testatrix died possessed consisted of separate estate which, by the 
terms of the marriage contract, the wife was to be at liberty to dis- 


pose of by will, and which she had so disposed of. In support of this | 


contention the defendants claimed that the wife’s settlement, under 
which the property fell, must be governed by the law of England, and 
his lordship so found on the ground that it was the intention of the 
parties that it should be so governed, and the intention of the parties 
was the true test. Even if the settlement were governed by Scottish 
law, the result, he said, would be the same, since the right of disposi- 
tion must be considered a pars contractus, and under section 8 was not 
to be affected by the Act. The plaintiffs, therefore, succeeded on the 
question of domicil, while the will of the testatrix, of which the 
defendants were executors, and which disposed of her separate pro 
perty, remained unaffected.—CounseL, for the plaintiffs, Frank 
Russell, K.C., and 7’. Pakenham Law; for the defendants, Sir Rober: 
Finlay, K.C., Micklem, K.C., and F. #2. Farrer. Souicrrors, Monier 
Williams, Robinson, & Milroy; Farrer & Co, 
[Reported by Percr T. Canpen, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re LAW CAR AND GENERAL INSURANCE CORPORATION (LIM.). 
Swinfen Eady, J. 2ist and 22nd March. 


Compantes (Conso.impation) Act, 1908 (8 Ep. 7, c. 69), s. 93, suUB-sECTION 
(e)—CHarce on Book Desrs—Retnsurance ContTract—Non- 

REGISTRATION. 

On the 5th of May, 1909, @ reinsurance contract was entered into 
between the above-named corporation (reinsurers), the applicants (re- 
insured), and a third party. The contract contained elaborate provi- 
sions for the payment of premiums and recoupment of losses and 
claims under which no premiums were payable direct to the reinsurers, 
but the aggregate premiums, less the aggregate losses and claims, were 
made payable to the third party, who was to pay them into a joint 
account. The current balances to the credit of the joint account were 


a mortgage or charge on any book debts of the company, shall . . . 
be void against the liquidator ’’ unless registered. On behalf of the 
liquidator of the Law Car Corporation it was now argued that by 
reason of the provisions set out above the contract was a mortgage or 
charge on book debts of the company, and was therefore void against 
the liquidator. 

Swinren Eapy, J., in the course of his judgment, said that it would 
be observed that, according to the true construction of the contract, 
no premiums were directly payable by the British Dominions Co, to 
the Law Car Corporation; they were all to be paid to a third person, 
Symondson. The Law Car Corporation were not in a position to sue 
for the payment of any of the premiums to themselves. No doubt. if 


| there was default they could take proceedings in respect of their non- 
| payment, but there was no moment at which it could be said that any 





to be held on trust to recoup the reinsured losses and claims. No part | 


of the balance was payable to the reinsurers until 1913, when the actual | } ; 
| security on the company’s property, for the gross payments never 


ong for the ed 1910 was to be ascertained and paid to the reinsurers, 
ess a sum held in reserve to provide for unascertained liabilities, and 


not paid over until all risks had run off. The liquidator of the Law | 


Cer Corporation contended that the contract was a charge on book 
debts of the Corporation within section 93, sub-section 1 (e), and, not 
having been registered, was void against him. 


Held, that the contract on its true construction created no charge on | 


the book debts, and therefore did not require registration. 

This was a summons taken out by the British Dominions Marine 
Insurance Company (Limited), and adjourned into court for the deter- 
mination of the following point of law : whether a contract or “‘ treaty ”’ 
of reinsurance, dated the 5th of May, 1909, and entered into by and 
between the Law Car Corporation, the British Dominions Co., and a 


firm of insurance brokers, Messrs. Symondson, was void against the | 


liquidator of the Law Car Corporation on the ground that it amounted 
to a mortgage or charge on book debts of the company within sub- 
section (e) of section 93 (1) of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, 
and had never been registered. The point raised was one of consider- 
able importance, inasmuch as it would appear that there are many 
similar ‘‘treaties’’ in existence, and this was the first occasion on 
which the section has received judicial interpretation. The document 
in question, which was a contract of reinsurance, provided for the 
terms upon which the Law Car Corporation were to reinsure risks 





undertaken by the British Dominions Co. Under clause 6 of the | 


contract the British Dominions Co. were to make monthly payments 
of the aggregate of the premiums accrued due during the month from 
themselves to the reinsurers (the Law Car Corporation), less the aggre- 
gate of losses, claims and returns accrued due during the same period 
from the reinsurers to them, such payments to be made not to the Law 
Car Corporation, but to Messrs. Symondsons. Symondsons weve to 


pay the amounts so received into an account to be opened for thie | 


exclusive purposes of the contract in the joint names of the corporation, 
the company, and Symondsons as trustees, and all moneys paid into 
this account were to be held by them in trust, and to be exclusively 
available for the payment to the British Dominions Co. of losses, 
claims and returns due from the corporation to them, and were not 
to be used or applied for any other purpose. Whenever the monthly 
aggregate of losses, claims and returns due from the reinsurers 
exceeded the monthly aggregate of premiums due from the reinsured, 


the amount of the excess was to be paid by the trustees to the re- | 


insured (British Dominions Co.) out of the joint account, if sufficient, 
and if not, then by the Law Car Corporation to Symondsons for the 
account of the British Dominions Co.* On the 30th of April, 1913, a 
sum equivalent to the ascertained actual profit of the year ending the 
30th of April, 1910, was to be paid out of the joint account by the 


trustees to the Law Car Corporation, less a sum for reserve to provide | 


for any outstanding, unascertained or contingent liabilities of the Law 
Car Corporation to the British Dominions Co. The amount so reserved 
was to be held until all the risks ceded had run off and all liabilities 


thereon of the reinsurers to the reinsured finally ascertained and paid, | 


when any residue left was to be paid over by the trustees to the Law 
Car Corporation. This contract was never regi . Bection 93, 
sub-section 1, of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, provides : 
“Every mortgage or charge created after the first day of July, 1908, 


premiums had accrued due, and constituted a book debt owing by the 
British Dominions Co. to the Law Car Corporation. It was part of 
the terms and conditions of the contract that money paid into the joint 
account could only be drawn out on the signature of the three trustees 
and for the exclusive purposes of the particular contract, and no sum 
was payable under the contract in any event to the Law Car Corpora- 
tion until on or after the Oth of April, 1913; that was to say, a period 


| of three years was allowed for the risks to mature and become losses 


and claims; on the 30th of April, 1913, an account was to be taken 
for the year ending the 30th of April, 1910, and the actual profit (if 
any) in respect of that year was to be ascertained by taking all the 
premiums for that year and deducting all the losses and claims, and 
if all the risks had not run off a sum was to be retained to meet them, 
and it was only after all those preliminaries had been observed that 
any money was payable to the Law Car Corporation. It might be that 
if there was any profit a sum would ultimately be payable to the Law 
Car Corporation, and, if so payable, it might constitute a book debt 
of the corporation. But that period had not arrived. On the contract 
the sum standing to the credit of the joint account was not, and never 
had been, payable to the corporation; why was it a book debt of 
theirs? The contract was a tripartite arrangement, under which 
Symondsons were interested, and the British Dominions Co. and Law 
Car Corporation were interested. The document did not confer a 


became the company’s property, and, in his lordship’s opinion, the 
agreement was not within the section, and was, therefore, not void 
against the liquidator. His lordship made the costs of the hearing 
costs in the summons, and gave leave to appeal.—Covunset, C. M. 
Bailthache, K.C., and F. D. Mackinnon, for the applicants; Hon. EF. C. 
Macnaghten, K.C., and F. Maugham, for the respondents, Soricrrors, 
William A. Crump; Nicholson, Graham, & Jones. 
[Reported by Percy T. Carpen, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re CONNOLLY BROTHERS (LIM.), WOOD v. CONNOLLY 
BROTHERS (LIM.). Parker, J. 10th and 15th March. 


Practrice—Concurrent Suits—Patatine Court oF LANCASTER AND 
Cuancery Division—-INJuNcTION TO ResTRAIN PROCEEDINGS—CHAN 
cery or Lancaster Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 23)—Jupicature Act, 
1873 (36 & 37 Vicr. c. 66). 

When anaction has been begun in the Chancery Division and an action 
involving a similar question is commenced in the Palatine Court, a judge 
of the Chancery Division has jurisdiction to order the proceedings m 
the Palatine Court to be stayed, 

The plaintiffs were the holders of first mortgage debentures in Con- 
nolly Brothers (Limited), crgating a floating charge on all the proper- 
ties of the company and containing a provision precluding the a 
from creating any further charge on any part of the property to ran 
in priority to, or pari passu with, these debentures. The debentures 
were further secured by a trust deed, made in 1901, whereby certain 
properties belonging to the company were mortgaged to trustees as 
security for the debentures. In 1904 the company deposited the title 
deeds of certain property with one Mary*O’Reilly to secure an advance 
of £1,000, giving her a memorandum of charge whereby they under- 
took to execute a legal mortgage in her favour whenever called upon to 
do so. The benefit of this equitable charge was now vested in the 
defendant O'Reilly as administrator of Mary O’Reilly’s estate. In 
February of this year the plaintiffs issued a writ in this action to en- 
force their security, and knowing nothing of the defendant's equitable 
charge, did not make him a party to the action. The plaintiffs, by 
special leave, served notice of motion for the 24th of February asking 
for a receiver and manager. The defendant, having heard of this 
notice of motion, on the 2lst of February issued a writ in the Chancery 
of the County Palatine against the company and the trustees acking 
for the enforcing of his security by foreclosure or sale, and on the next 
day he applied to the Vice-Chancellor ex parte for a receiver, and a 
receiver was appointed over the 27th of February. On the 24th f 
February the plaintiffs in this action brought on their motion for a 
receiver and manager, who was appointed in the usual way, the plain- 
tiffs and the court being unaware of the equitable charge in question, or 
of the order made by the Vice-Chancellor. On the 27th of February 
the defendant O'Reilly moved before the Vice-Chancellor that the 
receiver appointed by him over the 27th of February should be con- 
tinued. The plaintiffs, who had in the meantime become aware of 
what had happened, attended and explained to the Vice-Chancellor 


| what had been done in this action. The Vice-Chancellor, neverthelees, 
| made an order continuing the receiver appointed by him. The plain- 


by.a company registered in England or Ireland, and being . . . (e) , 


tiffs thereupon amended their writ by making the defendant O'Reilly a 
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perty, and now moved to restrain him from continuing his action in the 
-alatine Court. 
Parker, J. 


is concerned, this action, and the action in the Palatine Court, will 
involve precisely the same question—that is, whether O’Reilly’s equit 
able mortgaye is or is not postponed to the charge created by the first 
mortgage debentures. Clearly Poth actions ought not to be allowed to 


proceed, and it is only a question of convenience which ought to be 
stayed and which ought to be allowed to proceed. It is to be observed 
that I cannot properly stay this action altoyethe ; it must go on as a 
debenture-holder’s action, and if O’Reilly’s charge is postponed to that 
of the debenture holders, he is certainly a necessary party. Being a 
party, he can assert his priority, and, if he succeeds, will be entitled 
to be redeemed or to have this action as against him dismissed with 
costs, which will be equiy ilent to a foreclosure decree in his favour. 
I doubt whether the action in the Palatine Court is properly consti 
tuted, as neither the plaintiffs in this action nor any of the first 
mortgage debenture holders are parties, though every holder of such 


debentures would appear to have a separate right of redemption. 
Further, it is doubtful whether process issuing from the Chancery of 
the Palatine Court could be served on every debenture holder. It 


appears to me, therefore, that as a matter of convenience it is the 
Palatine action which ought to be stayed, and not this action. The 
defendant O'Reilly, however, contends that I have no juriediction to 
restrain him from proceeding with his action in the Palatine Court 
In my opinion this contention cannot be sustained. It appears from 
the decision of the Court of Appeal in Pe Swire (21 Ch. D. 647) that I 
not only have the jurisdiction, but ought, in a proper case, to exercise 
it. It was said that the effect of the Chancery of Lancaster Act, 1890, 
is to alter the law in this respect. In my view, that Act may enlarge 
the juriediction of the Palatine Court, but in no way curtails the power 
of the High Court I cannot, on the strength of that Act, hold that 
the Palatine Court is in effect a division of the High Court, to whi h 
section 24 (5) of the Judicature Act, 1873, applies by analogy. It was 
further said that the jurisdiction to restrain proceedings in another 
court is confined to proceedings in inferior courts, and that since the 
Act in question the Palatine Court is not an inferior court. In my 
opinion the Act did not alter the status of the Palatine Court, and that 
it is an inferior court, at any rate for all purposes relevant to the 
present case, appears from Re Alison’s Trust (26 W. R. 450, 8 Ch. D. 
1) Lastly, it was said that the decision in Hedle y v. Bates (28 W. R. 
365, 13 Ch. D. 498 us explained in the case of Stannard vy. Vestry of 
St. Giles, Camberwell (30 W. R. 693, 20 Ch. D. 190), is that no injunc 

tion to restrain proceedings in another court ought to be granted unless 
prohibition will lie, and that prohibition will lie only where a court 
is exceeding its jurisdiction, I do not so read those cases. As already 
pointed out, this action muet proceed, whether that before the Vice 
Chancellor is stayed or not, and it is in the highest degree inconvenient 
that the action before the Vice-Chancellor should be allowed to pro- 
ceed concurrently with this action. I therefore consider that the defen 

dant O'Reilly ought to be restrained until further order from proceeding 
with or taking any further step in the Palatine Court.—Covunset, 
Romer, K.C.. and ¢ Hf. Saraant; Grant, K.C., and ©. Hartree, 
Andrewes-Uthwatt; A. G. Mathews. Sorrcrrors, F. C. Mathews & 
('o., for J. Leigh Wells, Manchester; Ford d& Ford, for R. Higham & 
Co., Manchester ; Sharpe, Pritchard, & Co., for 1/8 DP, Stevens, Crook ‘, 
& Co., Liverpool 

[Reported by F. Brieas, Barrister-at-Law.] 


It is fairly obvious that, so far as the defendant O'Reilly | 


must be regarded as covenanting with the vendor to indemnify him 
against the personal obligation to pay the money due on the mortgage 
| Having regard to the results which flow from the implication of such 
| @ covenant, it is important to consider whether the rule is of 
| general and unqualified a character as is contended for here. Ip 
particular it must be borne in mind that in all cases in which there js 
an actual accrued debt upon a covenant to save harmless a bill may be 
filed to relieve the covenantee from the debt whether he has been 
actually sued for it or not (Mitford on Pleading (5th ed.), p. 171, 
Wooldridge v. Norriz, 6 Eq. 410; and Aecherson v. Tredegar, d&c., 
1909, 2 Ch. 401), and at any time, therefore, after completion of the sale 
of the equity the vendor could call upon the purchaser under his jm. 
plied covenant to discharge the mortgage. The plaintiff relies on 4 
passage in the judgment in Waring v. Ward (7 Ves., at p. 336). Now 
it 1s to be observed that Lord Eldon, who puts the obligation upon 
conscience and not upon implied contract, limits his statement to cases 
where the purchaser gets possession, and in every reported case in which 
the principle has been applied, the element of possession has been 
present. Moreover, he says nothing to warrant the proposition that 
the obligation in the absence of an express contract to the contrary must 
arise. All he says is that in the ordinary case of the sale of an estate 
in possession, subject to a mortgage, the purchaser, whether he 
covenants in terms to do so or not, must indemnify the vendor against 
his personal covenant to pay the mortgage debt, and to the proposition 
so stated, and whether the obligation treated as resting on con- 
ecience or an implied contract, neither the defendants nor anyone 
else could be heard to take exception. But what the defendants say is, 
first, that the principle has no application when the subject matter of the 
sale is a contingent reversionary interest, or alternatively has no appli- 
cation unless and until the interest vests in possession; and, secondly, 
that the implication of an unqualified personal liability on the part of 
the purchaser is negatived where there is an express qualified indemnity, 
or where the circumstances rebut such implication. In the present case 
they say that not only does the assignment of the equity contain an 
express and limited indemnity, but the circumstances in which it was 
executed leave no room for doubt that neither of the parties ever con- 
templated the purchasers coming under such liability. I think the 
defendants are entitled to succeed on either of these two grounds. 
While [ am not prepared without fuller argument and further con- 
sideration to hold that the rule which primd facie throws upon the 
purchaser of an equity of redemption the obligation of indemnifying 
the vendor under hi¥ personal covenant has no application where the 
subject matter of the sale is a contingent reversion, I think it is in 
strict accord with Lord Eldon’s statement of the law and with the 
reasoning upon which it is founded to hold, as I do, that if in such a 
case any obligation in respect of the vendor’s personal covenant is 
imposed on the purchaser, such obligation must be conditional upon 
the interest vesting in possession, and that until that event has 
happened the person claiming the benefit of the implied covenant cannot 
sue. This conclusion is in itself sufficient to dispose of the plaintiff's 
action, but if I am wrong in the view which I have just expressed I 
still think that the defendants have a complete answer to the plaintiff's 
claim. The transaction of October, 1902, must be looked at as a whole, 
and although it involved the acquisition by the defendants of the 
plaintiff's equity of redemption, it could not be accurately or fully 
described as a sale and purchase of an equity of redemption. It was 
something much more than that, and was a scheme of arrangement under 
which the plaintiff was relieved of serious liabilities and the defendants 








MILLS v. UNITED COUNTIES BANK. Eve, J. 3lst March. 


Mortoace—Sate or Equity or Repemprron—LiaBitity or PuRCHASER 
TO InpemNiry Venvor AGAINst MortGAce Desr—ConrTINGENT | 
REVERSIONARY INTEREST | 
lt is doubtful whether the rule which prima facie throws upon the 

purchaser of an equity of redemption the obligation of indemnifying the | 
vendor under his pe sonal covenant applies where the subject matter 
of the aale ia a cont ngent reversion. But if it doea, the obligation on 
the purchaser muat be conditional upon the interest vesting in posses- 
sion, and until that event happe na the person claiming the benefit of the 
implied covenant cannot sue 


On the 8th of October, 1902, the plaintiff's contingent interest under 
his father’s will was in mortgage to the defendant bank. It was also 
in mortgage to one J. Mobberley, under a deed of the 14th of March, 
1899, to secure £2,000 and interest. The bank having commenced an 
action to recover the moneys so owing, an agreement was come to for 
staying the action, for rearranging the several securities and for the 
purchase by the bank of the equity of redemption in the plaintiff's 
reversionary interest. This agreement was carried into effect by an 
assignment dated the 30th of October, 1902, at which date there was 
owing to Mobberley the £2,000 and arrears of interest. Mobberley has 
since died, and the mortgage debt, with the arrears of interest, is now 
vested in one of his daughters, the plaintiff's wife. She has called 
upon her husband to pay the debt under the covenant contained in the 
mortgage deed of the 14th of March, 1899, and he has brought this 
action in which he claims a declaration that he is entitled to be dis 
charged and exonerated by the defendants from all liability in respect 
of the debt and for an order upon the defendants to pay the debt to 
his wife. The plaintiff's interest is still a contingent reversionary 





interest. 


Eve, J. 


The plaintiff's claim is based upon the proposition that in 


all cases in which the subject matter of a sale is an equity of redemp- 
tion the purchaser, in the absence of express contract to the contrary, 


became the assignees of his contingent reversionary share subject to the 
mortgage. It was carefully and skilfully prepared, and upon the face 
of it would appear to be a document in which the parties have expressed 
all the térms of the bargain, leaving nothing uncertain or dependent on 
an implication of any kind. But beyond all this I think that the 
covenant by the bank to apply the excess proceeds of the plaintiff's 
interest was an express and limited indemnity which excludes the 
fuller indemnity which might otherwise be implied. [ think, there- 
fore, the plaintiff’s action fails, and I dismiss it with costs.—CounseL, 
Jessel, K.C., and V. S. Browne; P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and Frederic 
Thompson. Soricrrors, F. Venn & Co., for Bartley, Bird, & Co., 
Liverpool; Field, Roscoe d&: Co., for Jobson & Marshall, Dudley. 
[Reported by S. E. Witt1ams, Barristcr-at-Law.) 

KLAWANSKEY v. PREMIER PETROLEUM CO. Eve, J. 

28th March. 


Practice—Tuirp Party Procepure—Fourtx or SuBseQuent Party— 
Costs—R.S.C. XVI. 48, er sEQ. 


The third party procedure applies to a fourth party or any subsequent 
party against whom the third party claims indemnity, and conseque ntly 
the court has jurisdiction to say how the costs of such party ought to be 
borne. 

This was an action in which a third party notice had been served. 
The third party claimed indemnity over against a fourth party, and an 
order was made in the action giving the fourth party liberty to appeat 
and directing that the question of liability of the fourth party to 
indemnify the third party should be tried at the trial. The action 
was dismissed, and the question arose as to costs. It was argued that 
the third party rules did not apply to a fourth party, and that therefore 
the court had no jurisdiction to order the plaintiff to pay the costs of 
the fourth party. ; 

Eve, J.—This action raises two questions with regard to costs. The 
first is whether the court has jurisdiction to order the plaintiff to pay 
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the costs of the fourth party, and, secondly, whether, if so, the court 
ought to exercise that jurisdiction, and there is a subsidiary question 
whether the order ought to be framed so as to give the fourth party 
costs against the third party. With regard to the question of jurisdic- 
tion, I think I must assume that rules 48 ef seq. of Order 16 is acatena 
of rules applicable to parties who seek to pass on their liability to fourth 
or subsequent parties. By the order made in the action the fourth 

rty was given liberty to appear, and it was ordered that the question 
of liability of the fourth party to indemnify the third party should be 
tried at the trial. It follows, therefore, that the court has jurisdiction 
to bring in parties against whom the third party claims indemnity, and 
that the third party procedure applies to any party so brought in. 
Consequently the court has jurisdiction to say how the costs between 
them ought to be borne. The question then arises whether I ought to 
exercise the jurisdiction. I think I ought, and under the circumstances 
I dismiss the action with costs against the defendants and the fourth 
party, all such costs to be paid by the plaintiff, and I make no order 
as to costs as between the defendants and the third party or between 
the third party and the fourth party.—CounseL, Stewart Smith, K.C., 
and Wurtzburg, P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and /srael ; Clayton, K.C., and 
Ricardo; Jessel, K.C., and Austen Cartmell; Owen Thompson. 
Soricrtors, Hillis, Munday, d&: Clarke; W. B. Styer; E. Coopman; 
W. G. A. Edwards; Abbott d- Hudson. 

[Reported by S. E. Writiams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


. . 9 
High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY OF IRONFOUNDERS, &e. ». INGALL. 
Div. Court. 15th March. 

Trape Unton—Rvutes—£100 Benerir on Torat Incapaciry—To Be 
RETURNED ON Resumption oF TRADE—AcTION By UNION ror RETURN 
or £100—AGREEMENT CONCERNING CONDITIONS ON WHICH MEMBERS 
SHALL OR SHALL NOT EMPLOY OR BE EMPLOYED—AGREEMENT FOR 
PAYMENT OF PENALTY--AGREEMENT FOR APPLICATION OF FUNDS TO 
Provipe BEeNerits TO MemBers—Trape Union Act (34 & 35 Vict. 
c. 31), s. 4 (1) (2) anp (3) (A). 

By section 4 of the Trade Union Act, 1871 (34 & 35 Viet. ¢. 31): 
“iy othing in this Act shall enabl: any court to entertain any le gal pro- 
ceeding instituted with the object of directly enforcing or recovering 
damages for the breach of any of the following agreements, namely: 





| the 29th of August, 1907. 
| apart from the Trade Union 
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defendant, having, contrary to expectation, improved in health, resumed 
work in a foundry as a coremaker at a weekly wage of £1 6s, 
Thereupon the plaintiffs sued the defendant in the county court for 
the return of the £100, under the provisions of the agreement dated 
The defendant took two points (1) that 
Acts the plaintiffs were an unlawful 


| society at common law, and that therefore they could not enforce the 





(1) Any agreement between members of a trade unionas suchconcerning | 


the conditions on which any members for the time being of such trade 
union shall or shall not sell their goods, transact business, employ, or 
be employed ; (2) Any agreement for the payment by any person of any 
subscription or penalty to a trade union; (3) Any agreement for the 
application of the funds of a trade union,—(a) To provide benefits to 
members a eee 

By a rule of a trade union within the meaning of the Trade Union 
Act, 1871, a member, who was totally incapacitated from following 
his employment for the remainder of his life, was, under certain con- 
ditions, entitled to £100 from the funds of the society; but a membe, 
receiving the benefit had to sign an agreement that in the event of 
his returning to his trade he would refund to the society the £100. 
A member of the society received £100 under this rule, and subse 
quently returned to his trade. The union then sued the member unde: 
the agreement for the return of the £100. 

Held, that the agreement for the return of the £100 did not come 
within either section 4 (1) or section 4 (2) or section 4 (3) (a) of the 
Trade Union Act, 1871, and that judgment must be entered for the 
plaintiffs. 

Appeal from the Sheffield County Court. 
friendly society, established in 1809. The defendant was a member 
of the society.. By rule 12 of the society's rules of 1906 :—(1) ‘‘ Any 
twelve months’ member owing not more than twelve weeks’ contribu 
tions, meeting with an accident and thereby losing or disabling a 
limb, or suffering from bodily ailments, imperfect vieion or blindness 
not caused by old age but the result of an accident to a previously 
healthy organ, and who in consequence is totally incapacitated from 
following his employment as a metal founder or general coremaker 
for the remainder of his life shall, if not disentitled according to rule, 
receive the sum of £100, provided always that such accident is net the 
result of his intemperance or immoral conduct or recklessly or wilfully 


The plaintiffs were a | 


exposing himself to risks other than those to which a metal founder | 


is liable." By fule 12 (6): ‘‘ All members receiving an accident 
benefit must sign an agreement that in the event of their returning 
to the trade they shall refund to the society the amount of accident 
benefit received. Failing to do so the council shall be empowered to 
institute legal proceedings for recovery.’’ On the 18th of June, 1906, 
the defendant, a moulder, earning £2 1s. a week, who was then a 
member of the eociety, met with a severe accident at his work. He 
received from the society the sum of £100 under rule 25, and he signed 
an agreement, dated the 29th of August, 1907, by which, in accordance 
with rule 25 (6) he agreed to repay the £100 in the event of his 
returning to the trade of an ironfounder. It was provided in the 
agreement that any earning of money by the defendant in any depart- 
ment of the trade of an ironfounder should be deemed a resumption 
of work for the purposes of the agreement. In March, 1910, the 


contract to pay; and (2) that if the plaintiffs were a trade union within 
the meaning of the Trade Union Act, 1871 (34 & 35 Vict. c. 31) they 
could not enforce this contract on the ground that it came within the 
provisions of section 4 (1) (2) and (3) (a) of that Act. The county 
court judge held that apart from the Trade Union Act, 1871, the 
plaintiffs’ society was unlawful, and that the plaintiffs could not 
enforce the provision in this contract for the return of the £100 on 
the ground that the contract came within the terms of sections 4 (2) 
and 4 (3) (a) of the Trade Union Act, 1871, though he held that the 
plaintifis were a trade union within the meaning of the Act. [See the 
head-note.| From this decision the plaintiffs appealed. 

Puiurmore, J.—In this case the action was brought by the trus 
tees of the plaintiff society against a member or former member of 
that society, upon the terms of an agreement dated 29th of August, 
1907. The defendant having been apparently incapacitated for life 
from following his employment as an ironfounder, and being entitled 
in that event to receive £100 under one of the rules of the society 
upon his signing a receipt acknowledging the receipt of that sum, con 
tracted by this agreement that if he should thereafter resume work 
at his trade he should pay back the £100. The document is a little 
illogical as it stands, but it is easy to see from the rules what it 
was intended to provide for by this form of insurance ; for that is what 
it is and nothing else. A point was raised before the county court 
judge on behalf of the defendant, that he had not returned to his trade 
because he had not returned to that department of his trade where 
he had worked before. On that point the county court judge was 
against him. Then other defences were raised, that this was en 
agreement which could not be sued upon because the plaintiffs were 
suing as trustees of a trade union, whi h came within the scope of 
the Trade Union Act, 1871, and that they were seeking to enforce 
or recover damages for the breach of one of the agreements to which 
section 4 of that Act is a bar. The first point the county court 
judge had to determine was whether this society was a trade union 
to which the Act of 1871 applies. He came to the conclusion that it 
was. This appeal is brought from the whole of his judgment ; but 
as it was possible that it might become unnecessary to consider that 
point, the appellant’s counsel did not address us upon that point, and 
we have heard no argument upon it. For the purpose of our present 
judgment we assume that the county court judge was right upon this 
point. Assuming that this society is a trade union to which the Act 
of 1871 applies, is this agreement one of those which cannot be en- 
forced by reason of the provisions of section 4? because if it is not 
one of those agreements it does not matter that this society is a 
trade union within the Act of 1871. Three points were taken before 
the county court judge. It was said that this agreement came within 
section 4 (1) of the Act (ubi supra), and section 4 (2) (ubi supra), 
and also 4 (3) (a) (ubi supra) of the Act. a the first point the 
county court judge held in favour of the trade union. It seems to 
me that the agreements contemplated by sub-section 1 are agreements 
between members of a trade union as to the conditions of — 
ment, and not as to the condition as to whether a member shall or 
shall not be employed. That js to say, the conditions referred to in 
the sub-section are conditions of employment in regard to such things 
as wages, hours, entering into bonds, or arrangements between the 
employer and the employee. They are not conditions on which a 
man shall seek employment or return to his trade; but they are the 
conditions of his employment when he is actually employed. The 
second point raised is as to whether this agreement constitutes an 
agreement for the payment of a penalty. What is a —, Under 
rule 25 a member who has been sufficiently long in benefit to be en- 
titled to claim, and who by an accident is incapacitated for life from 
following his employment as an ironfounder, is entitled to the sum 
of £100. Clause 6 of the rule provides that members receiving this 
allowance shall sign an agreement whereby, if they resume their 
occupation as ironfounders, they will refund to the society the whole 
amount involved. The agreement sued upon here is that contem- 
plated by clause 6, duly signed by the defendant to the effect that 
if he returned to his trade he would return the sum of £100 he re- 
ceived. Why is that a penalty? I think it may well be that the 
word ‘ penalty ”’ in section 4 would not include all those things which 
would be called penalties at common law, and that more probably it 
refers to matters such as fines, exclusion from the trade union, or 
matters of benefit, but I am sure that the section does not extend 
the meaning of the word “ penalty ’’ at common law. Then comes the 
third point, which is more difficult, viz., whether this is an agree- 
ment for the application of the funds of a trade union to provide 
benefits to members. The defendant could not have enforced the 
payment of the £100, because such an agreement would be struck at 
by section 4 (3) (a). But the benefit which the defendant has agreed 
to get, and the trade union has agreed to give him, and which cannot 
be enforced by action is a conditional gift of £100, and the agree- 
ment for the application of the funds of the trade union is exhausted 
when that conditional gift has been made, and the necessary instru- 
ment for establishing that conditional gift has been executed. After 
that any rights which arise under that instrument are not rights 
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which are to be enforced as part of the agreement for the application 
of the funds of the trade union. I think, therefore, that the judg- 
ment of the county court judge was wrong upon the second and third 
points that he decided. That being so, this action was maintainable, 
and the appeal must be allowed, and judgment entered for the plain- 
tiffs for £100. 


Bankes, J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—Counstt, for the 





plaintiffs, Danckwerts, K.C., and Waddy,; for the defendant, Spencer | 


Hower, K.C., and Page. Soricrtors, Arthur Neal & Co., 
Maude a Tunnicliffe, for Simpson & Meakin, Derby. 
[Reported by C. @. Monaw, Barrister-at-Law.) 





Court of Criminal Appeal. 


REX ». BATES. 13th March. 


/RIMINAL Law—Cuarcr Berore Justice or Caustnc Expiosion LikeLy 

To Enpancer Lire—Furtruer Proceepinc Without Consent oF 
AtTrorney-GeneraAL—Exptosive Susstances Act, 1883 (46 Vict. 
c. 3), ss. 2, 7 (1)\—No Jurispicrion to Try—Powerrs or Court or 
a Aprrat—CriminaL Apreat Act, 1907 (7 Ep. 7, ©. 23), 
8. (1) 


By the proviso to section 4 (1) of the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907 : 


‘The court may, notwithstanding that they are of opinion that the 
point raised in the appeal might be decided in favour of the appellant, 
dismiss the appeal if they consider that no substantial miscarriage of 
justice has actually occurred.’ 

Where the court of trial has no jurisdiction to try the appellant, the 
proviso to section 4 (1) of the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, is in 
applicable, Accordingly, where the appellant had been charged under 
section 2 of the Explosive Substances Act, 1883, with having unlaw 
fully and maliciously caused an explosion likely to endanger life, before 
a quatice, and contrary to section (1) of that Act further proceedings 
were taken without the consent of the Attorney-General, so that the 
appellant was convicted on indictment, it was , 

Held, that the proviso to section 4 (1) of the 
Act, 1907, was inapplicable. 

Appeal from a conviction under section 2 of the Explosive Substances 
Act, 1885, for having unlawfully and maliciously caused an explosion 
likely to endanger life. The appellant was charged in the first instance 
with this offence before a justice, and then, although the consent of 
the Attorney-General was not obtained in accordance with the terms 
of section 7 (1) of the said Act, he was committed for trial, and a 


Criminal Appeal 


bill of indictment, having been sent up to the grand jury, they returned | 


a trae bill. The appellant was tried and convicted on the indictment. 
He appealed from his conviction; but he did not take the point in 
his notice of appeal, that the conviction was bad, as the consent of 
the Attorney-General had not been obtained pursuant to section 7 (1) 
of the Explosive Substances Act, 1883, which provides that : “‘ If any 
person is charged before a justice with any crime under this Act, no 
further proceeding shall be taken against such person without the 
consent of the Attorney-General, except such as the justice may think 
necessary by remand, or otherwise, to secure the safe custody of such 
person.’’ On the hearing of the appeal, the appellant was not present, 
or represented by counsel, but Bodkin, as amicus curie, at the invita 
tion of the court, contended that the sending up of the bill of indict 
ment to the grand jury, and the subsequent proceedings, constituted 
a further proceeding within section 7 (1) (ubi supra), and he cited 
Hieg. v. Fuidge (1864, 28 J. P. 132; L. & C. 390), as analogous to 
the present case. He also contended that in such a case as this, where 
there was no jurisdiction to try the appellant, the court would not 
act under the proviso to section 4 (1) of the Criminal Appeal Act, which 
provides that the Court of Criminal Appeal, notwithstanding that they 
are of opinion that the point raised in the appeal might be decided in 
favour of the appellant, may dismiss the appeal, if they consider that 
no substantial miscarriage of justice has actually occurred. Counsel for 
the Crown contended that the court should act under the proviso, and 
cited Hex v. Waller (1909, 74 J. P. 81; 1910, 1 K. B. 364). 

Lord Atverstonsr, C.J.—In this case we have not entered upon the 
merits of the appeal, upon which I express no opinion, as we have 
not heard what might be said by counsel on either side with regard 
to them. But our attention was called by the learned counsel, who 
appeared on behalf of the Crown, to the fact that, as far as he knew, 
the consent of the Attorney-General, which, by section 7 (1) of the 
Explosive Substances Act, 1883, is necessary before any further pro- 
ceeding can be taken against a person charged before a justice with any 
crime under the Act, had not been given. We directed inquiries to be 
made, and find that such is the case. The point that the conviction 
was bad on that ground is not taken by the appellant in setting out 
the grounds in his notice of appeal; but that does not prevent our 
considering it, for otherwise the only consequence of his omission to 
d» so would be that we should adjourn this case in order to give him 
the opportunity of raising the point, if he desired so to do—as, no 
doubt, he would. We have, therefore, to consider whether we have 
any power to try the appeal, and what effect we must give to the 
objection, treating it as having been properly raised. In our opinion, 
the objection is one which goes to the jurisdiction of the court of 
trial; and, as the trial went on to conviction, we think that conviction 
must be quashed, it being a condition precedent to that court's juris- 
diction that the consent of the Attorney-General should have been 
obtained. We are also of opinion that the case of Rey. v. Fuidge (ubi 





Sheffield ; | 


supra), which was a case where a count in an indictment was quashed 
because the requirements of the Vexatious Indictments Act, 1859, as 
to that particular count had not been complied with, is in principle 
analogous to this case. It was suggested to us by the learned counsel 
for the Crown that this was a case which we could deal with under 
the proviso to section 4 (1) of the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, by saying 
that although the point of law might have been decided in the 
appellant's iicte, yet, as no substantial miscarriage of justice had 
occurred, we should dismiss the appeal. But this does not seem to us 
to be a matter to be dealt with under that sub-section. We do not 
think that the words of the sub-section in their ordinary sense apply 
to cases where a conviction has taken place before a tribunal which had 
no jurisdiction to try the appellant. This was a ‘‘ further proceeding ” 


| within the meaning of section 7 (1) of the Explosive Substances Act, 








| ef the Royal Commission on the Land Transfer Acts, 





1883, and no bill ought to have been sent up to the grand jury. We 
are of opinion, therefore, that the appeal must be allowed, and the 
appellant released at once. Appeal allowed.—Counset, for the Crown, 
Disney. Sourcrtor, The Director of Public Prosecutions. 

[Reported by C. G. Moran, Barrister-at-Law.) 








Societies. 
The Law Society. 


A special general meeting of the members of the Law Society was 
to be held on Friday, the 7th of April, at 2 o’clock. Mr. Charles Ford 
will ask whether, in the opinion of the council, the appointment of 
two additional King’s Bench judges has not been justified by the more 
expeditious way in which the cause list is now being disposed of. 
Mr. J. 8S. Rubinstein will move a resolution declaring that the ex 
perimental trial of the system of compulsory registration in the county 
of London, involving an expenditure of about £55,000 per annum, 
should be brought to an end at once. Mr. Charles Ford will move to 
agree with the motion brought forward by Sir Edward Clarke, K.C., 
at the annual general meeting of the Bar—namely, ‘‘ That a shorten 
ing of the Long Vacation, by which it would begin on the Ist of 
August and end on the 3th of September, would be in the interests 
of the prefession as well as of the public.” 

[We regret that the above notice reached us too late for publication 
last week. ] 





The Barristers’ Benevolent Association. 


Mr. Levert, K.C., in the absence of the Attorney-General, presided 
on Monday at the annual meeting of this association, held in the 
Middle Temple Hall. 

According to the report for the past year, the subscriptions 
amounted to £1,519, and the number of subscribing members of the 
association to 602. Having regard to the fact that the income received 
from subscriptions had latterly fallen, the committee desired to urge 
every member of the profession to assist by all means in his power to 
add to the list of subscribers. The donations received during the 
year amounted to £2,499 6s. 6d. During the year 148 applications for 
assistance were received, the total amount of grants being £3,031 10s. 

A letter was read from Mr. Justice Grantham, in which, after 
regretting that prolonged absence on circuit had made him miss the 
pleasure of attending the annual meeting for the first time for many 
years, he enclosed a cheque for 100 guineas as a thank-offering for 
having completed twenty-five years’ service on the Bench. 

The CHarrMan, in moving the adoption of the report, said that they 
had a legacy coming to them next year from the Phillips bequest of 
something like £17,000, which would be converted into annuity funds 
They had already seven annuities of £30 from the Huddleston 
bequest, and they hoped the Phillips bequest would provide at least 
ten more. 

Mr. Justice Pumtrore seconded the motion, and the report was 
adopted. ; — 

On the motion of Sir Epwarp Crarke, K.C., Mr. Justice Warring 
ton was appointed a trustee in the place of the late Lord Collins. 

Mr. Rawlinson, K.C., M.P., Mr. Boydell Houghton, Mr. Ricketts, 
and Mr. A. F. C. Luxmore retired from the committee, and Mr. R 
Younger, K.C., the Hon. F. Russell, K.C., Mr. W. Whateley, and 
Mr. B. A. Cohen were elected in their places. 








The Land Transfer Acts. 


The Law and General shay me Committee of the Council of the 
oval Borough of Kensington have reported as follows upon the report 
, a and such 


report was submitted to and adopted by the Council at a meeting 


held on the 28th of March, 1911 :— 

We have considered, pursuant to the reference by the Council of the 
14th of February, 1911, the report of the Royal Commission on the 
Land Transfer Acts, dated the 19th of January, 1911. In > 
better explain the conclusions we have come to we think it desirable 


to briefly recall the action taken by the late Vestry and by the present 


Council since the subject first came under notice in 1897. ; 
1. The and easier Act, 1897, empowered the Privy Council to 
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under the Land Transfer Act, 1875, was as an experiment, to be made 

compulsory. 

2. In November, 1897, the London County Council were asked to 
consent to the system being made compulsory in the county of London. 
The Council thereupon sent a circular letter to local and other bodies 
inviting an expression of their views on the subject. On the Ist 
of December, 1897, the late Vestry of Kensington adopted a report 
enumerating the serious objections that existed to the system being 
tried as an experiment in London, and informed the London County 
Council that they did not approve of registration of title being made 
compulsory in London. 

3. Notwithstanding that the large majority of the local bodies and 
all the other bodies interested in property who were invited to give 
their views expressed themselves as unfavourable to compulsory regis- 
tration, the London County Council, on the 15th of % seman f 1898, 
adopted a resolution in favour of the trial of the system in the county 
of ndon on the understanding that it would be introduced pro 
gressively so as to give the Council an opportunity of estimating the 
value of the work as it proceeded and of watching generally the pro- 
gress of the Act. 

4. The Act came into operation of the 1st of January, 1899, and the 
experience since gained proves conclusively that the predictions em 
bodied in the report of the Kensington Vestry as to the system being a 
harmful and unworkable one have been borne out. 

5. In 1903 this Council promoted a petition to Parliament praying 
for an inquiry into the result of the working of the compulsory pro- 
visions of the Land Transfer Act, 1897. The petition, when presented, 
was sealed by eighteen of the metropolitan borough councils. 

6. In May, 1907, this Council adopted a further report on this 
subject. It referred to the unsuccessful efforts that had been made 
to obtain an inquiry, and indicated some of the glaring defects of the 
system and the expense, delay, and complication it involved. We cite 
the following paragraphs and recommendations from this report as they 
embody the practical conclusions we then came to and which we still 
desire to emphasize :— 

*“When the Act of 1897 was passed Parliament provided that 
in the event of the experimental trial proving a failure the Privy 
Council might revoke or vary any Order applying compulsory regis 
tration to any county. In our view the time has now arrived 
when this provision of the Act should be put into force. 

‘‘For some two centuries there has been in existence in two 
counties in England—Middlesex and Yorkshire—registration offices 
for the registration of deeds relating to land. This system of regis 
tration is entirely distinct from the system of registration of title 
under the Land Transfer Acts. The work of registering deeds 
under the Middlesex Registry Acts is simple in the extreme and 
the registration fees are limited in every case to 5s. 

“The Middlesex fees were, until 1891, received by the Middlesex 
Registrar as the emoluments of his office. They have since been 
diverted towards the upkeep of the Land Registry Office, and are 
estimated to produce a surplus of about £15,000 a year, inde- 
pendently of the fees chargeable under the Land Transfer Acts. 

“*In the county of Yorkshire the fees are, under the provisions 
of the Yorkshire Registry Acts, 1845 and 1885, payable to the local 
authorities in aid of the rates. They amount to some thousands 
of pounds a year. In our opinion the fees of the Middlesex 
Registry should be treated in a similar manner, and paid 
over to the London County Council in aid of the county rate. 

*‘Having regard to the facts set out in this report we recom 
mend : 

(1) That in view of the fact that the system of compulsory 
registration of title has now been tried as an experiment in 
the county of London for over eight years, and has been found 
to add greatly to the difficulty, expense, delay, and risk of 
property dealings in London, the Council do endorse the view 
that the Order applying compulsory registration to the county 
of London should be forthwith revoked, so as to leave it 
optional for everyone to register or not, as he deems best in his 
own interest. 

(2) That the report be communicated to the London County 
Council and to its members, and that they be urged to support 
the views set forth therein, and to claim, in aid of the rates, 
the Middlesex Registry fees, estimated at £15,000 a year, 
thereby following the example of the Yorkshire county councils, 
who receive for the ratepayers the Yorkshire Registry fees.”’ 

7. The action of this Council in co-operation with other metropolitan 
borough councils led ultimately to the London County Council, in 
January, 1908, passing a resolution requesting the Lord Chancellor to 
provided for an inquiry, and on the 30th of July, 1908, a Royal Com 
mission was appointed. The terms of reference, ‘‘to consider and 
report upon the working of the Land Registry Acts and whether any 
amendments are desirable,’’ were too restricted, and were calculated 
to prevent the Commission considering the one vital question involved, 
viz., whether or not the exnerimental trial of the system of compul 
sory registration of title in London should be continued. 

_8. On the 6th of October, 1908, this Council adopted a further report 
giving expression to this view, and also urging that in the interests 
of the public it was highly expedient that at the then pending inquiry 
the evidence should be taken in public. The efforts that were made 
by this Council and by other bodies (1) to have the number of Com 


select. one county in England in which the registration of title to land | solicitors, (2) to have the terms of reference enlarged, and (3) to 


secure that the evidence should be taken in public, were unfortunately 
fruitless. 

9. Between October, 1908, and November, 1909, the Commission held 
thirty-six sittings and examined eighty-four witnesses. An offer made 
by this Council to tender evidence was at first refused on the plea that 
the Corporation of the City of London and the London County Council 
both intended to give evidence which it was presumed would cover any 


| evidence that this Council might tender. As a result, however, of 


further representations, the Commissioners withdrew their objection, 
and the Town Clerk (Mr. W. Chambers Leete) and Mr. Councillor J. 8. 
Rubinstein were, on the 18th of February and 4th of March, 1909, 
examined as witnesses for the Council. Mr. Councillor Rubinstein con- 
sidered that undue restrictions were placed upon him, and he therefore 
deemed it right to subsequently address a letter of protest, dated the 
8th of March, 1909, to the Commissioners. The matter was reported 
to the Council on the 30th of March, 1909, a copy of the letter being 
set out in the report. 

10. In February, 1909, the evidence given before the Commissioners 
on behalf of the Land Registry was published by way of a preliminary 
report, and the evidence given on the other side has now just been 
published. 

11. The final report of the Commission was published on the 11th of 
February, 1911. Two of the Commissioners died before the issue of 
the report, ‘one being Mr. Pennington, the only solicitor on the 
Commission. 

12. The Commissioners, owing no doubt to the restricted terms of 
the reference, do not express any opinion on the real question in con- 
troversy—viz., whether or not the experimental trial of the system of 
compulsory registration of title in London should be continued. The 
perpetuation of the system is impliedly assumed. ; F 

15. On the question of expense the report recognises that registration 
throws upon land owners additional charges payable to solicitors and 
in office fees, the Commissioners stating that ‘‘it may fairly be urged 
that fees rising so high deter voluntary registration, and are felt as a 
hardship when it is compulsory. There 1s still more ground for object- 
ing to the present fees on dealings with land registered with possessory 
title because much less advantage is derived from such registration.”’ 

14. The question as to what return has been obtained for the fees 
paid is answered by the Commissioners, who state: ‘‘ Much complaint 
is made, and in our opinion with good reason, that the immediate 
advantage to be gained from possessory registration is in no way com 
mensurate with the expense and inconvenience it entails. . . . It 
is not too much to say that up to the present time the effect of com 
pulsory registration with possessory title in London has been to place 
a purchaser there at a disadvantage as compared with a purchaser 
elsewhere.” 

15. The Commissioners have no praise for the existing system. They 
recall the observation made by a previous Commission that “‘for an 
institution to flourish in a free country it must offer to the people the 
thing that they want.’’ They refer to the ‘‘ alarm” that would be felt 
if effect were given to the Registrar's proposal that all landowners 
should be compelled at once to register their land, and they say the 
objections to the proposal ‘‘ could only be overborne by a really strong 
public feeling in favour of the compulsory registration of title,’’ and 
that they ‘‘ have been unable to find proof of the existence of any such 
feeling in the country.’’ They go on to say, “ But apart from this, the 
system as it stands is, in our judgment, imperfect: and we cannot 
recommend the compulsory extension of an imperfect system. We 
think that it should first be amended in the manner we have proposed, 
and that if, after sufficient experience, the amended system is found 
to work satisfactorily within the present compulsory area of the county 
of London, a Bill for the gradual extension of compulsion on sales to 
the rest of the country . should then be considered by 
Parliament.”’ 

16. We recall the fact that innumerable attempts have been made 
since 1862, the date of the first Land Trapsfer Act, to evolve a work 
able system of registration of title, but one and all have ended in 
failure. We have not thought it necessary to consider in detail the 
new amendments suggested, but the fact that one recommendation is 
that mortgages of registered land are to be effected by deed, as if the 
land was not registered confirms our view that the present system, 
even if amended, cannot be made a satisfactory one. 

17. Amongst the recommendations made by the Commissioners is a 
proposal that the precedent made by Parliament in the cases of Middle 
sex and Yorkshire should be followed, and that county councils should 
be empowered to establish local registries of deeds. The suggestion 
was one that was strongly advocated by Mr. Councillor J. 8 Rubin 
stein in his evidence, and is fully endorsed by us 

18. Attention should, we consider, be directed to the fact that the 
total of the registry fees exacted since 1899 amount to close on £700,000 
If to this sum is added the £250,000 spent on the new registry in 
Lincoln’s Inn Fields, the total cost to the individuals and the State 
of the experiment is known to have amounted to nearly £1,000,000 
sterling. The Commission’s report makes it clear that for the last five 
years, notwithstanding that the receipts have averaged £55,000 per 
annum, the registry has been carried on at a loss of about £3,000 per 
annum—a loss that will grow in amount if, as is suggested, the pre- 
sent high registry fees are reduced. We consider it unjust to the tax- 
payers generally that they should have to bear any loss in the supposed 
interests of a small section of the community. It is, we submit, still 
more unjust that they should be further burdened by the continuance 
of an experiment which it is now obvious has entirely failed. 
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19. Having carefully considered the report, we are of opinion that 
only one conclusion can be formed from a careful perusal of its con- 
tents, and that is that the Land Registry Office has been unable to 
justify its existence, and that there is no sufficient reason why the 
county of London should any longer be trammelled with this costly 
Cuperemene. 

20. We feel that the Council will find themselves confirmed in the 
spinion which was embodied in the report which they adopted on the 
7th of May, 1907, that the Privy Council should exercise the power vested 
in them by revoking the order which applied compulsory registration 
to the county of London 


21. We therefore recommend— 

(a) That a communication be addressed to the Privy Council 
urging them to revoke the Order which makes the registration of 
titles in the county of London compulsory. 

(b) That the London County Council and the Middlesex County 
Council be urged to claim in aid of the rates the fees received by 
the Middlesex Registry, estimated at £15,000 a year, thereby fol- 
lowing the example of the Yorkshire County Councils, who receive 
for the ratepayers the Yorkshire registry fees. 

) That the London County Council be further urged to take 
action with a view to obtaining forthwith, in accordance with the 
recommendation of the Commission, the extension to the whole of 
the county of London of the existing deed registry, and to secure 
for the ratepayers the resulting profits, estimated to produce an 
additional income of £12,000 per annum 

/) That copies of this report be forwarded to the Prime 
Minister, the Lord Chancellor, and the members of Parliament for 
the metropolitan constituencies 

} That copies of this report be also sent to the Corporation of 
the City of London, the Council of the Citv of Westminster, and 
the metropolitan borough councils, with the request that those 
suthorities will support the action of this Council in the matter. 

(Signed) A. G. Cotvire, Chairman. 


Obituary. 
Mr. C. F. Symes. 


Mr. Charles Francis Symes, solicitor, of Dorchester, died on Thurs 
day in last week, at the age of forty-one years. He was admitted in 
1895, and held the office of deputy coroner for South Dorset. He had 
heen Mayor of Dorchester, and was re-elected to that office in Novem 
ber last 


Mr. W. E. Bateson. 


We regret to announce the death, on the 2nd inst., of Mr. Walter 
Edward Bateson, solicitor, of Liverpool, at the age of fifty 
years He was a son of Mr. William C. Bateson, the founder 
of the firm of Bateson & Co. One of his brothers is Mr. A. D. Bateson, 
K.C. He was articled to a member of the firm of Hollams & Coward, 
and was admitted in 1886. Soon afterwards he became a member of 
the firm of Bateson & Co He was (says the Liverpool Courier) 
justly regarded as an authority on all matters of maritime law, and 
enjoyed the confidence of many of the leading shipowners of Liverpool 
In the Admiralty Court in London, which he often attended with his 
able lieutenant, Mr. Hartley, he was a familiar figure in many a hard 
fight, and all who consulted him for a solution of their difficulties 
learned the value of his advice. Mr. Bateson’s personal qualities were 
of a rare kind. His kindliness of disposition and his genial and un- 
affected manner endeared him not only to the members of his own 
profession, but to all with whom he came into association. By clients 
and private friends alike he will be sorely missed. His death on 
Sunday last was sudden; on the previous day he was at his office for a 
short time 


Legal News. 
Appointment. 


Mr. F. B. Brinpwey, solicitor, of the firm of Drury Freeman & 
Brindley, of 438 and 440, Lea Bridge-road, Leyton, Essex, and 124, 
Chancery-lane, London, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 
Mr. Brindley was admitted in 1903. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Admission. 


Messrs. Welch & Co., solicitors, of Pinners Hall, Austin-friars, 
London, E.C., have admitted into partnership Mr. Gwyn Howarp 
Davies, who has for some time past been associated with them in 
business. They will continue to practise under the firm name of 
Welch & Co., at the above address. 


Dissolutions. 


Atsert Betpon and Henry Epcar Parkrnson Ackroyp, solicitors 
(Beldon & Ackroyd), Bradford. Dec. 31. The said Albert Beldon will 


in future practise on his own account at No. 1, Piccadilly, in Bradford 
aforesaid, and the said Henry Edgar Parkinson Ackroyd will continue 
to practise on his own account at Old Bank-chambers, Market-street 
in Bradford aforesaid. , 

Hersert Epwarp Rosertson, Cartes Epwarp Best, and 
Hersert Ernest Rosertson, solicitors (Godfrey, Robertson, & Best), 
40, Chancery-lane, London. March 31. The said Herbert Edward 
Robertson and Herbert Ernest Robertson will henceforth carry on 
business at the same address under the style of Godfrey & Robertson; 
the said Charles Edward Best will henceforth carry on business as a 
solicitor at 24, Budge-row, Cannon-street, London, under the style of 
Best & Best. 

Ricuarp Epmunp Hirary FisHer and ArtHur TREACHER STEPrENs, 
solicitors (Fisher & Stephens), 6, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, London, 
Harrow-on-the-Hill, and Chorley Wood. March 5. 

(Gazette, March 31. 


LieweLyn Hvucu Jones and Francis Henry Hawkins, solicitors 


(Evan Morris & Co.), Wrexham. March 31. 
[Gazette, April 4. 





Information Wanted. 


TO SOLICITORS.—Will the firm who wrote to MRS. 
VAUTIER, of ST. OUEN’S, JERSEY, some years back, now de 
ceased, respecting her property, her niece, claimant, MISS 
RENAUT, great granddaughter of GASWATH THOMAS, of CORN 
WALL, an important family, PLEASE COMMUNICATE.— 
ADDRESS, Payne’s Libraries, ST. HELIERS, JERSEY. 

TO SOLICITORS AND OTHERBS.—Wanted, the address of the 
solicitor who advertised for the descendants of Mr. Elphick, of 28, 
Castle-street East, Oxford-street, London.—Kindly address to Miss 
Elphick, 41, Craigorne-road, Blackheath, 8.E. 





General. 


On the 3lst ult. the Royal Assent was given to the Revenue Act and 
the Southampton Corporation Tramways Act. 

The will, dated the lst of April, 1910, of Viscount Wolverhampton, 
solicitor, of Woodthorne, Wolverhampton, lately Lord President of the 
Council, who died on the 25th of February, aged eighty, has, says the 
Times, now been proved. His estate has been valued for probate at 
£94,523 5s. 3d. grose, with net personalty amounting to £81,795 6s. 11d. 


When the last census was taken, says a writer in the Globe, the 
number of practising barristers and solicitors was 17,935. The number 
would, of course, have been much larger if all the nominal members 
of the Bar had been included. The law clerks numbered 31,563, of 
whom 356 belonged to the gentler sex. Thanks to the introduction of 
the typewriter into solicitors’ offices, the latest census will show no more 
notable change in the legal world than in the number of its female 
clerks. 

The Timex is officially informed that the members of the Royal Com 
mission on Divorce and Matrimonial Causes have held several meet- 
ings recently to discuss the matters referred to them for report, and 
have made considerable progress. His Majesty the King has accepted 
the resignation of the Right Hon. the Earl of Derby G.C.V.O., 
C.B., from the Commission. Lord Derby has resigned owing to the 
fact that pressure of business has prevented him from giving the attend 
ance that was necessary, especially when considering the report. 

In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, Mr. J. F. Mason, on behalf 
of Mr. Butcher, asked the Secretary for Foreign Affairs whether the 
scope of Article 34 of the Declaration of London, read in conjanction 
with Article 33, was correctly stated in the letter of the 13th of 
October, 1910, from the Foreign Office to the Glasgow Chamber of 
Commerce [Cd. 5418, page 6], to be to relieve the captor of the obliga 
tion of proving in the cases specified in Article 34 that the destination 
of food-stuffs and other articles of conditional contraband was the 
military or naval forces of the enemy, and to ehift the onus of proof 
in these cases from the captor on to the owners of the captured goods; 
whether in those specified cases the practice, apart from the Declara- 
tion of London, had been to throw the onus of proof on the captor; 
whether his attention had been called to a speech delivered by the 
Under-Secretary for Foreign Affairs at the Baltic on the 15th of March, 
1911, in which, referring to Articles 33 and 34, the Under-Secretary 
stated that the past practice had been to throw the burden of proof 
as to the destination of conditional contraband on the owners of the 
captured vessel or goods; and whether, in view of the previous state- 
ments on the subject by the Foreign Office, this statement of the 
Under-Secretary could be regarded as accurate. Sir E. Grey said the 
statement in the Foreign Office letter referred to means of relief from 
the obligation imposed by the Declaration of London, which is the 
opposite of the existing practice. Both the statement and the 
extract quoted from the speech of the Under-Secretary of State are 
accurate. In actual practice under the existing law, the neutral 
owners have always found that the burden of proof in proceedings 
before a prize court is laid upon them. This will be fundamentally 
changed by the Declaration of London, which, for the first time, 
establishes the general rule that the burden of proof shall lie on the 
captor. Only in certain exceptional cases—namely, those covered by 
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the presumptions set up under Article 34—will the burden of proof, 
contrary to the new general rule, rest on the neutral owners, and not 
on the captors. In these cases, but in these cases only, the present 
practice will be retained. 

Before very long the Bar may be able to boast, says a writer in the 
Globe, of two centenarians among its members. Mr. Henry Griffith, 
the Senior Bencher of Gray’s Inn, was called to the Bar seventy-four 
ears ago. His connection with the law is. indeed longer than Mr. 
Hake’s, for, according to Foster’s ‘‘ Men at the Bar,’’ he was admitted 
a student at Gray’s Inn as far back as 1825. Those were the days, 
however, when the names of the students were entered while they were 
boys. There is, too, a well-known solicitor, the head of a City firm, 
who is fast approaching his one hundredth year. Mr. Janson, who was 
president of the Law Society nearly forty years ago, was admitted a 
solicitor in 1835, some five months after Mr. Hake was called to the 
Bar. His name still appears in the Law List as the head of the firm 
of Janson, Cobb, Pearson & Co., of College-hill. If he celebrates his 
one hundredth year, he will he the second centenarian in the solicitor 
branch of the profession in recent years. Mr. Richard Peter, of Laun- 
ceston, who died last August, celebrated his one hundredth year the 
previous October. 

Mr. William Augustus Gordon Hake, barrister-at-law, on Wednesday 
attained the age of 100 years. He was frequently referred to by our 
late correspondent, Mr. F. K. Munton, as the “‘ father’’ of the Englieh 
Bar. The Times gives the following details as to his life :—‘* Mr. 
Hake, who has lived since 1864 in his own old-fashioned house at 
Brighton (3, Old Steyne), was born on the 5th of April, 1811, at St. 
David’s Hill, Exeter. He was educated at Lewes Grammar School, 
and was entered at the Middle Temple in 1828. Between that year 
and his call to the Bar on the 8th of May, 1835, he lived in Glasgow, 
and for some eleven months attended the lectures at the University of 
Paris, where he met fellow-students of all nationalities. He practised 
mainly on the South-Eastern Circuit and in Chambers. One of his most 
vivid recollections is being briefed for the defence in a case of sheep 
stealing on the last occasion when the penalty for that offence was 
death. Among his contemporaries and personal friends were Lush, 
Shee, and Ballantyne. Mr. Hake was first cousin to the late General 
Gordon (Chinese Gordon), and married his cousin, Miss Shore, who 
was a first cousin of Florence Nightingale. Mrs. Hake died twenty 
years ago. Mr. Hake’s last public appearance was at the Jubilee 
dinner given to the late King Edward. when Prince of Wales, as 
Bencher of the Middle Temple, on the 18th of June, 1887. Mr. Hake 
attributes his long life in no small measure to his fondness for 
walking.”’ 

There is a whole chapter of Roman-Dutch law, says the Journal 
of the Society of Comparative Legislation, on ‘‘ unworthy heirs’’ to 
which our English law is, sneaking generally, a stranger. Any 
bequest. for instance, by an adulterer to an adulteress, or vice versd, 
is prohibited by Roman-Dutch law; the ground, of course, being that 
any influence that a woman may possess over a man living in a state 
of adultery should not be used to the prejudice of those who are 
related to him by blood or otherwise, and therefore reasonably 
entitled to succeed. Children procreated in adultery or incest may 
not take or inherit from their parents. The case of natural children 
is different; they may succeed. Persons who have married under 
the legal age without the consent of father, mother or guardian are 
under the same disability. Nor can persons who have contracted 
a clandestine marriage or eloped together benefit one another. Public 
policy in these cases imposes the disability to protect the legitimate 
heirs and to discourage illicit intercourse. No one, again, who has 
helped to kill another or has given counsel or assistance for the pur- 
Pose can inherit any property from such other by testament, or profit 
by his own wrongdoing. Here English law is at one with Roman- 
Dutch. In a recent case in the Supreme Court of Natal—Famalut 
clumil v. Estate Ramiah—an Indian who had come with his wife and 
child to live in Natal took a woman to live with him in adultery, and 
on his death left her all his property. The property was claimed by 
the child, and her claim was allowed by the court on the ground that she 
was indigna. It was urged that she was a concubine lawfully taken 
under Indian law, and that the Indian view of concubinage differs 
widely from Western ideas on the subject; that Pothier, while class 
ing a prostitute as indigna, distinguishes a concubine; but the court 
held that there was but one law in Natal in this matter for European 
and Indian alike. The Indian coming to the Colony takes the law 
as he finds it. This seems right. It might lead to a iamentable 
confusion of morals if the court were once to recogaise the status 
of concubinage. 








** Merlin on Interpleader in the High Court and County Courts.”’ 
By S. P. J. Merlin, Barrister-at-Law. Price 6s. Butterworth & Co., 
Bell-yard, W.C. [Apvr.] 








Royat Navat Cotrece, Ossorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer” (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 
street, London, W. [Apvrt.] 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rota or Reeisreans in ATTENDANCE ON 


D Eusernoexcoy Arrxat Covat Mr. Justice 
ate. Rota. No. 2. Joyvor. 


Mr. Justice 
Swivrer Eapy. 








Monday, April 10 Mr Church Mr Synge Mr Bloxam Mr Goldschmidt 
Tuesday ......... ll Theed Church Farmer Synge 
Wednesday a Bloxam Theed Leach Church 
Thursday ......... 13 Farmer Bloxam Borrer Theed 
Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 

Date. Wanrairvertor. NEVILLE. Parken. Eve. 
Monday, April 10 Mr Borrer Mr Theed Mr Leach Mr Greawell 
Tuesday ........ 1 Beal Bloxam Borrer Goldschmidt 
Wednesday ...... 12 Greswell Farmer Real Synge 
Thursday......... 13 Goldschmidt Leach Greswell Charch 


The Easter Vacation will commence on Friday, the 14th day of April, and terminate 
on Tuesday, the 18th day of April, 1911, both days inclusive, 


Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, March $1. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep 1s OCmanceEryY. 


Asta Mrwor Exrtorineé Sywprcare, Urp (1x Ligutpation) — Creditors are required, 
on or before May 13, to send in their names and addracsaa with particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Grosvenor George Walker, 19, St Swithin’s In 

Atacama Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented March 27. directed to be heard 
April ll. Royds & Co, Bedford sq, solore for the netner. Notice of aprearing must 
reach the above-named 1 ot later than 6 ©’clock in the afternoon of April 10 

Avromatic Frurers, Lrp—Petn for windl: g up, presented March 24. directed to be 
heard Aprilll. Swepstone & Co, Gt 8t Helen's, solor for the petner Notice of 
eonarng mae reach the above-named not later then 6 o'clock in the afternoon 
of April It 

Care a. Parte, Lrp (1n VoLunTARY Lievipsa tri Nw) — Creditora are reqnired. on or 
before May 1, to send their names and addreeses. and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Hiprolyte Azema, care of GH. Cobley & Co, 27, Southampton at 
Strand, Hutchinson & Cuff, Stone bidngs, Lincoln’. inn, solors for the iqvidator ? 

Cutanoiws’ Raprp Fitine Syersms, Lrpo—Petn for winding up. presented Mareh 24, 
directed to be heard April 11. Brown & Brighten, Mitre ct, Temple. solora for the 
oatner, Notice of #ppearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock 
in the afterroon of Apri! 10 

Giorta Copper Mrv®s (Srstx), L7D — Petn for winding un, presented March 25, 
directed to be heard April 11. F ©. Mathews & Co, 151, Cannon at, aolova to the 
petner. Notice of @ppesr'ng mutt reach the ahove-named not later than 6 o’clock 
in the after> oon of April 10 

Levrow F orrste and ATHLetIc Cron, Lrp.—Petn for windine up. presented March 
27, directed to be heard April il. Thomas, “hancerv In. solor for the petner. Notice 
ef a pearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’eleck in the afternoon 
of April '0. 

Ruoprata Orrtons, Lrp—Creditors are reqnired. on or before May 1. to send their 
nares and addresses, and the particniars of their debta or claims, to James 
Harold Selfe, 783 Salisburv house. Rastall, Salishure hore, solor for the liqnidater 

Ruserr Corporation or Brazit, Lrp Petn for winding vp, presented March 31, 
directed tec be heard April 11. Coburn & On, Leadenhal! at. solors for the petrer. 
Notice of avpearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of Avril 10 e 

Tuomas Apams & Sons, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before April 15, to send 
in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debta or claims, to Frederick 
William Smith. King st, Gloucester, liquidator 

Works Consravetion Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before May 15, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulara of their debts or claims, to Merars, 
Hubert Ansell, W. C. Burton, and W. K. Whigham, 123, Cannon at. Ashurst & Co. 
Throgmorton av, solors to the liquidators 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, April 4. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lrurfep rm Cuancezry. 


Amaveamatep Prorosi.a, Lro—Oreditors are required, on or before May 6, to send 
their names and addresees, and the particulars of their debta or claims, to Frank 
Rowley. 34-36, Greebam «t. Oppenheimer, solor for the liquidator 

American “E."." avy “Scavu'tze” Guwrowprr Co, Lrp Creditora are reauired, 
on or before May 18, t send their names and addrerses, and the perticulers of their 
debta or claims, to Dr. Carl Hagen, 20, Bishopsgate, Ashurat & Co, Throgmorton 
av, solors to the liquidator ° 

Argpsw Sreamentr Co, Lrp (1m Votorrary Ligvrpation)—Cre‘ditors are required, on 
or before May 1, to send their names and addresses, ard the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to William George Hilliard, 5, Fenchurch st. Botterell & Roche, 
®t Mary Axe, solors for the liquidator 

Davy Eworwesetse, Lrp- Creditors sre required, on or before April 7, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particnlers of their debte or claims, to W. A. Hender- 
son, of Messrs James Merton & Co, 3, Fencharch st, liquidator 

Granp Horst Momeasa, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before May 1, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest 
Horsford Bingley, Dewar House, Haymarket, liquidator 

Grorer Saptsx & Co, Lrp—Creditors are uired, on or before April 24, to eend 
their names and addresses, and the particu of their debtea or claims, to Elles 
Hill, 79, Mark In. liquidator 

Kipperuimeter Newsrarsr Co, Lrp—Oreditors are required, on or before May 26, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Arthor Richard Southan, 2, Hall st, Kidderminster, liquidator 

Loweerorr Martwa Taeatar Co, Lap—Creditors are required, on or before April 10, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Granville H. Bullimore, Bank chmbrs, liquidator 

Merativrercat Tevet, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before May 15, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Pepper 
Pier chmbrs, Chatham, liquidator 

Parkers Jormveny axp Castwet, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before April 19, t 
send their rames and addrerses ard the psrticulars of their debts or claims, to 
T. Morris Attlee, 120, Edmund at, Birmingham, liquidator 

Puawrx Process Taver, Lro—Creditors are require’, on or before May 16, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
Pepper, Pier chmbrs, Chatham, liquidstor 

Rocx Brewsay Co, Lev, Aberdare (tw Votrwrary Ligvrpation) — Creditors are 
required, on or before May 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Char'es E. Dovey, 31, Queen at, Cardiff, liquidator 

Wearwett Crcire Acozssontes Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before April 28, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 





G. G. Poppleton, 26, Corporation st, Birmingham, liquidator 
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The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 

April 24 and May 19.—Mesars. Evcis & Sow, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rent 
Town Residence, and Freehold Riverside Property (see advertisement, page v, this 
week). 

May 1.—Meassre. Atrnep Savitt & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rente, 
(see advertisement, pags v, this week’. 

May 4, 17, and 26.- Messrs. Faseneoruer, Eros, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Residential and Building Estates, Shop Properties, and Freehold Warehouse Premises 
and Building Sites in Manchester (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Lire Poricy, Saarns, &o, 

Mesars, H. BE. Foster & Caanriecp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 928) of the 
shove-ramed interesta, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.U., on Thursday last, when 
the following Lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being 


£6,092 10a, :— 
ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS— 


To £655 10s. ... ove eee eco eco ose ove ooo Sold £300 

To £4,5% ‘ cee - pee eco ose ooo eco §=— gp «83.920 

To £609 158 - a “ee oe. ct ee 
POLICY OF aSSURANCE for £2,000 oo» =p, 1,550 
AN UNDIVIDED ONE-FOURTH ‘SHARE of él, 067 per annum - gp £1,010 
160 SHARES of £1 each in The Colonial Fibre ae and 

Trading Co., Ltd, ee eco ve £7 108. 
TWO SIALLS at Royal ‘Albert Hall ove ; ove -— © £55 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Mar, 31. 


BAKER, WILLIAM KING, Vernham rd, Pinmstead April 22. Sampson, Woolwich 

BARTON. HENRY, Kingst) n upon Hull, Milk tealer May 5 Locking & Co, Hull 

BELL, MARY JANE, Carlisle AugS Mawson & Glenny, Carlisle 

BELL, MARY JANE. Carlisle May 31 Mawson & Glenvy,. Carlisle 

BREWFR, HANNAH, Westbury, Wilts May 1 Th mpson & Co, Lancaster 

CARTER, JoHN RICHARD, Colchester, Yacht Master April 22 Wittey & Denton, Col- 
chester 

CHAFFE, THOMAS WILLIAM RoogsR, All Saints rd, Notting Hill, Builder April 30 
(arr,G eat | ower st 

CHAPMAN, WILLIAM Henry, Hull May3 Locking & Co. Hull 

CHETWYND, Rt Hon RicHaARD WALTER Viscount, Elvaston pl May 15 Tatham & 
Procter, Lincoln's tun fields 

CHORLEY, EMILY SUCKLING, Cardiff April 27 Dixon & Mason, Pewsey, Wilts 

CORTY, CHARLES ERNEST, Altrincham, Mer:nant Mayl Slater& Co, Manchester 

Cousins. ELIZABETH CRUSE, Clifton, Brix ol Mayl Fletcher, Leeds 

ChossMAN, ELIZABETH, Sumnerrd, Peckham M yl Smith & Hudson Fenchurch st 

CROSSMAM, Dr JouHN, Falmouth May 31 Lawrence & Co, New sq, Lincoln's inn 

DAVIES, CATHERINE JUDITH, Upton Manor, Eesex April 22 Crossman & Co, Theo- 
bald’s rd 

DAVIES, WILLIAM, Burdett rd. Limehouse April 22 Croseman & Co, Theobald’s rd 

Dawsos, ELIZA, Woodford Green, Essex AprilS Martin & Co, Philpot In 

Dickens, JaMes KNIGHT, Newark upon Trent, Grocer May1 Larken & Co, Newark on 
Trent 

DICKINS, WILLIAM EVERARD, Helpringham, Lincoin, Farmer May 1 Larken & (Co, 
Newark on Trent 

Docker, Loursa, Edgbaston, Birmingham May2? Sanders & Co, Birmingham 

DormeER, JAMES, Catford, Kent April 22 Holder & Wood, Cheapside 

DUNCAN, JAMES ARCHIBALD, Brick ct, Temple April 29 Russell & Co, Norfolk st 

EVERITT, WILLIAM EDWARD, Leamington Spa, Warwick May 22 Sande:s & Co, 
Birmoingham 

FAIRBURN, HANSON, Bradford, Builder May 1 Fairburn, Wyke 

FLETCHER, JAMES, Nottingham ayS Eking & Co, Nottingham 

FopEN, JOHN, Handsworth, Stafford May1ll Price, Birmingham 

FRITH, MERCY BARNES, New Romney, Kent May 1 Smith @ Hudson, Fenchurch st 

Gavsny, JOHN, Kneesall, Nottingham, Farmer May 1 Larken & Co, Newark on 
Trent 

GARLAND, ELIZABETH, Santors rd, Wandsworth April 29 Downey & Linnell, Con- 
duit « 

GARLIN:, James JAcoB, Great Oakley, Essex, Farmer April 22 Wittey & Denton, 
Colchester 

GATES, TALBOT HAMMOND, Teddington April 22 Holder & Wood, ‘ heapside 

GEORGE, THOMAS EDMUND, Newbridge. Mon April 24 Jones Abertillery, Mon 

HARRINGTON, THOMAS INGRAM, Cardiff, Builder's |raveller May1 Thomas, Cardiff 

HEMMINGS, AGNES, Vauxhall Bridge rd April 2! Jones, Upper Tooting rd 

HODGKINS, “ TLLIAM, Walsall, Brown Saddler May 8 Evan-, Walsall 

Hou ks, HENRY, Kingston upon Hull, Tanner April30 Jack-on & Co, Hull 

HOLMES, MARY MARGARET, Bentham, York April 30 Thompson & Co, Bentham, nr 
Lancaster 

Hupson, ELiza ANN, Reigate May 1 Smith & Hudson, Fenchurch st 








HupsoN, JAMES, Reigate May1 Smith & Hudson, Fenchurch st 


Hupsox, Eva, Milton next Sittingbourne, Kent April 22 Furley & Farley, 


Canterbury 


JoBson-SMITH, LyDIA KATHERINE, Lilburn Dore, Derby May 1 Gould & Coombe, 


Sheffield 
JOHNSTONE, SARAH ANNE, Portishead, Somerset May 6 J H & F W Bere, Westo, 
sup-r Mare 
TONES, GEORGE DAVID, Hove, Sussex May 1 Parry & Gibson, Lincoln’s inn flelds 
KiLsy, Josepu, Rosliston, Derby, Farmer May 1 Skinner, Burton on Trent 
LEACH, Etiza JANE, Reating May9 H & C lins, Reading 
LEWIS, CAROLINE JANE, Nantyglo, Mon April 30 Ackroyd. Bradford 


Lyon, Hon KENNETH Bowes, Blomfield rd, Maida Vale May 1 Greene & Underhill, 


Bedford row 

McDOWALL, Jous, Louchborough April 27 Deane & Son, Loughborough 

MAIDLOW, FANNY AMELIA, Sutherland p!, Bayswater April 20 Welman & Sons, South- 
ampton st, Holborn 

MAIRE, GEORGINA, Dordogne, France May 12 Bircham & Co, Parliament st 

MALLINSON, BENJAMIN, Salford, Timber Merchont May 8 Farrar & Co, Manchester 

MARTIN, ELIZ: BETH, Dover April 30 Howel, Cardiff 

MELSOME, ELIZABETH JULIA, Salisbury, Wilts May! Marsh & Warry, Yeovil 

MORGAN, Isaac, Cardiff May 1 Davies & Co, Cardiff 

MORLEY, WILLIAM, Cheapside, Solicitor May 3 Berry, Cheapside 

MULCASTER, MARIA LUCY CORTLANDT, Ritherdon rd, Balham April23 Adam & Co, 
Bath 

NeEwsHAM, FRANCIS, Birkdale, Lancaster April 13 Teebay & Lynch, Liverpool 

PATCHETT. ELLEN Soputs, Bramley, Leeds May 6 Lupton & Fawcett, Leeds 

PLATTS, THOMAS, Haydock, nr St Hielens, Licensed Victualler May 1 Brewis & Sons, 
St Helens 

REID, MARGARET ANN, Windermere, Westmoreland April15 Sanderson, L+ncaster 

RoSING, ARTHUR HERMANN, Weymouth, Dorset May 18 Rehder & Higgs. Mincing In 

SANDERS, Epwin Joseru, JP, Colchester, Merchant May1 Jones & Son, Coichester 

SPINK, JAMES DENISON, Bradford, Private Inquiry Agent April 30 Newell, Bradford 

SrurtToN, Josep, Cambridge May 1 King, Cambridge 

SWAN, ELIZABETH, Pent -n pl, Pentonville rd April27 Witham & Co, Grays’ inn eq 

TeMPLER, EEHEL, Hyde Park gt April 22 Sturgess & Co, Caxton House, Westminster 

THOMPSON, ROBERT FRANCIS, Newcastle upon Tyne, Draper May1 Dees & Thompson, 
Newrastie upon Tyre 

TREW, SARAH ANN, Earlham gr, Forest Gate April 22 Crossman & Co, Theobald’s rd, 
Gray's inn 

TYLER, Rt Rev Monsignor WILLIAM, Longridge rd, Earl's Court April 13 Tylee & 
Co, Eesex st, ~' rand 

URQUBART, EDWARD DUNBAR, Cheltenham May 9 Winterbotham & Co, Cheltenham 

WALION, ALFRED, Harrogate, York May1l Hirst & Capes, Harrogate 

WARRINGTON, JOHN THOMAS, JP, Liverpool May 6 North & Co, Liverpool 

WaeLis, JouN HENRY, North Clifton, Nottingham, Farmer May 1 Larken & Co, 
Newark on Trent 

WiLcock, Dororuy, Lancaster April 30 Pethybridge, Cardiff 

WINKBL, JonN, Norwich Feb5 Hatch, Norwich 

WILSON, ELLEN | LIZABETH WREFORD, Barnstaple May 1 Gou!d, Exeter 

London Gazette.—TuEspay, April 4. 

AGNEW, MARY. Swansea May 31 Edwards, Swansea 

ATKINSON, GEORGE Wark, Northumberland, Grocer Aprtl 25 Richard on & Elder, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

BUNCLARK, MARY, Buckfastleigh, Devon May1 Windeatt & Windeatt, Totnes 

BUNKER, WARY, Penge,.Surrey May 15 Morris, Queen Victoria st 

Burkitt, Rev WILLIAM ESpAILE, Buttermere Rectory, Wilts April 29 Strickland & 
Co, Bristol 

CHAMBERLAIN, HENRY RICHARDSON, Effingham House, Arundel st, Strand May 14 
Taylor & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 

CoNWAY, ANNIE, Tulse hill, Surrey April 25 Grant & Co, Strand 

COTTRELL, ERNEST WILLIAM, Sea View, Iof W, Draper Apml 30 Robinson, Ryde 

CUMMING, HUGH PoNLER, Belsize Park gdns, Hampstead May 20 Sanderson & Co, 
Queen Victoria st 

DOWELL, VERNON WaLLIs, Kinescliffe gdns, Wimbledon Park, Schoolmaster May 15 
Watkins & Pulleyn, South sq, Gray's inn 

DOWNEY. JOHANNE, Portman May 1 Robinson & Son, Lincoln's inn fields 

DRakk, EDITH MARY CAREL, Westcliff on Sea May 6 Stibbard & Co, Leadenhall st 

DRYDEN, WILLIAM, South Shields, Master Mariner April 14 Hall & Co, South Shields 

ELMES, JONATHAN WILLIAM, Southsea May3 Gill & Son, Knaresborough 

Foster, MARIA, Harrogate Mayl Weatherhead & Knowles, Bradford 

FOWLER, GEORGE THOMAS, Canterbury May1 Blachford & Co, Walbrook 

FCRNEAUX, SAMUEL, Buckfastleigh, Devon, Builder May 1 Windestt & Windeatt, 
lotnes 

GRAHAM, CATHERINE ANN, Morpeth, Northomberland April 24 Brett, Morpeth 

Grey, THomas Alnwick, Farmer Mayl1 Hindmarsh & Hardy, Alnwick 

Grice, Lucy !ANE, Forest Row, Sussex May! Davis & Co, Newport, Mon 

HAINES, ARTHUR JOHN, Robert st, Hampstead rd, Licensed Victualler May 2 Walter 
& Go, John st, Bed:ord row 

HALLIDAY, General FRANCIS EDWARD, Bishop's Hall. nr Taunton May 8 Tylee & Co, 

HARRIS, ELIZABETH, Cheltenham May3 Steel & Millard, Cheltenham 

HART, MARY, Oxfor! April 30 Weyman & Co, Lud'ow, *alop 

HATZFPELDT-WILDENBURG, H 8 H Prin e FRANZ (otherwise FRANCOIS)¥)¥, Chippenham, 
Wilts May “0 Guedalla & Jacohson, Old Broad st 

HEAP, MARY JANE. Oldham Mayl Fletcher & Fletcher, Southport 

Hk’ DERSON ROBERT, Liss, Hants April 29 Dawes & Son, Birchin In 

Hopes, JOHN HELSTONE, Geraldine rd. Wandsworth April 28 Turner, Bristol 

HUNTER, EDWIN, Bigher Tranmere, Birkenhead, Commercial Clerk May 15 Hindley 
& Collinson, Liverpoo! 

D'Arcy, Lovursa, Irvine, Exeter May 1 Gray & Jackson, Exeter 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOORGAT! STEHT, LOnNYPowwm, 


B.o. 


ESTABLISHED in 1880. 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ano supervision of the Corporation. 








Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be seat 


eon applicatioa. 
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How Famous People Renew 
their Energies. 


Remarkable Testimony. 


Never was life so strenuous as now. Everyone acknowledges 
it—the famous and the non-famous. The famous feel it most, 
for the strain to obtain a foremost place and keep it is 
universally recognised. They, however, have a great advantage 
over the less notable members of the community, for their 
friendly intercourse with the prominent physicians enables 
them to hear at the earliest moment of the best means science 
has discovered to renew the energy, nerve force, and vitality 
they have consumed in their work. 

In consequence, they are all taking Sanatogen,*the ideal 
tonic food and revitalizing agent, to whose merit over fourteen 
thousand physicians have attested in writing, while practically 
every medical man prescribes it. 

The most eminent representatives of every profession have 
sent voluntary testimonials recording the wonderful results 
obtained from Sanatogen in renewingt heir energies when they 
have been overworked or run down. From among the most 
recent, the following have been chosen to give some idea of 
the merits of the preparation. 

Thus Sir GILBERT saiaicaaen mF, 
Traveller, writes :— 20, Carlton House Terrace, 8S. W. 

“T have used Sanatogen at : ines since last autumn with 
extraordinary benefit. It is to my mind a true food tonic, feeding 


the nerves, increasing the energy, and giving fresh vigour to the 
overworked body and mind.” 
> 


Obue-the hy 


— i 


the eminent Author and 





Mr. MARSHALL HALL, K.C., M.P., writes: 
«3, Temple Gardens, London, E.C. 
‘*T think it only right to say that I hay e tried Sanatogen, and I 


believe it to be a most excellent food.’ 


awe 





Sir WILLIAM BULL, M.P., 
writes :— 


the popular member for Hammersmith 


“ Vencourt, Hammersmith, W. 
‘‘T have much pleasure in stating that I consider your prepara- 
tion, Sanatogen, is of decided value. It performs that which it 
promises to do, and | have recommended it to several friends.” 


hh 


Mr. WALTER CRANE, the eminent authority on Decorative 
Art:— 











“Old House, 13, Holland Street, Kensington, W. 
‘In recovering from a rather sharp attack of influenza, I 
cortainly found Sanatogen, prepared with milk, beneficial in its 
effects.’ 


Ze 


Considering this evidence, can anyone suffering from 
depletion of the mental, nervous, or physical forces afford 
| to forego the advantages he cannot fail to derive from 

Sanatogen, which, by the way, is also largely used in royal 

circles, where the strain of life is no less felt than among 
| humbler people ? 
|  Sanatogen can be obtained of all Chemists, price 1s. 9d. to 
| 98. 6d. An interesting booklet 9 he sent, post free, on 
| application to the Sanatogen Co., 12, C henies Street, London, 
W.C., to all mentioning the Solicitors’ Journal. 

A free sample of Sanatogen will also be sent to those who 
enclose two penny stamps to cover postage. 











JoHNS, WILLIAM FRANCIS, Crantock, Cornwall, Farmer April 15 Bennetts, Truro 

LonG, CHARLOTTE EMILY, Skipwith, York Mby7 EJ & A Peters, York 

Low, CHARLOTTE ALICIA, Western In, Balham May 15 Hughes & Co, Budge row 

MCEUVEN, DaVID PAINTER, Pembridge sq, Bayswater May 17 Biddle & Co, Aldermanbury 

MASTERS, RICHARDS, Rirminghan May8 Harding & Son, Birmingham 

MUKTON, SYDNEY, Rochester, Kent Aprill5 Arnold & Co, Rochester 

NICHOLSON, JOHN MOREWOOD SUTTON, Westcliff on Sea May 15 Young & Co, Ely pl, 
Holborn circus 

RAPHAEL, GEORGE, Belsize pk, Hampstead, Cigar Importer May 4 Raphael & Co, 
Moorgate s* 

RoBins, EDWARD GEORGE, Aytoun rd, Stockwell May 5 Warburton, Gracechureh st 

ROGERS, WILLIAM, Glais,Glam, Mason May 1 James, Swansea 

Rovuss, JOHN, Cheitenham, Farmer May 6 Steel & Millard, Cheltenham 

Ryy, JOHANNA THEODORA VAN, St Leonards on Sea May 16 Douglas & Bolton, Old 
Jewry chmbrs 

SPENCE, GEORGE, York May2l1 E J & A Peters, York 


| SHEPHERD, ELLEN otherwise NELLIE VERONICA, Stroud, Gloucester, Costumier April 
18 Heelas, Stroud 
SUFFIELD, The Right Hon CECILIA *ANNETTA Baroness, Manchestersq May 3 Rooper 
& Whateley, Lincoln's inn fields 
SWAN, ARCHIBALD ALEXANDER, Blairgowrie, Perth May 10 Uasties, Lincoln's inn 
tields 
| Swrrr, NATHANIEL, Walkley, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler May 20 Bennett, Sheffield 
TANNER, ALFRED, Slough, Bucks May 6 Warburton, Gracechurch st 
WELLBELOVED, WILLIAM Henky, Deptford, Kent, Butcher May 1 Sandom & Co, 
High st, Deptford 
WILLIS, WILLIAM WYNCH GEORGE BACK, Sidcup, Kent May1 Walters & Co, New sq, 
Lincoln's inn 
WINKLEY, EMILY, Paddenswick rd, Hammersmith April 24 Bate & Co, Bedford row 
Woop, WILLIAM HEvky, Coxhoe Hall, Durham, Mining Engineer May 6 Brumell & 
Sample, Newcastle on ag 
Wriaut, EDWIN, Milkwood rd, Herge Hill May 10 Lander, Chancery In 








Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Mar. 31. | Mar 27 Ord Mar 27 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Apcock, Hrewry, Norwich, Grocer Norwich Pet Mar 29 
Ord Mar 29 : 4 
Atmonp, Grorae Wittian, Hessle, ha Tailor Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Mar4 Ord Mar 28 | 


Pet Mar 28° Ord Mar 28 
Epwakrps, Jou», jun, Bristol, 
Ord Mar 27 





Portmadoc Pet Mar 28 


Cox, Wituram Hewry, Shirley, Southampton, Corn Mer- | 
chant southampton Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 28 | 
Dey, Heaseart, *t Thomas, Exeter, Plumber Exeter Pet Tremcert, Aratace 


Sravexsox, Martuarw Srvocatn, Palmerston House, Old 

Broad st High Court Pet Jan 16 Ord Mar 27 
Rrowarp, Sidmouth, Grocer Exeter 
Pet Mar 28 Ord Mar 28 


Dixon, Apert, Great Grimsby, Grocer Great Grimsby | Warkiss, Josuus, Blaenavon, Mon, Ionkeepeer Tredegar 


Pet Mar 27 Ord Mar 27 
Hatter Bristol Pet Mar 27 | Weert, Jons Writiam, Wolvercote, Oxford, Licensed Vic- 
| tualler Oxford Pet Mar 28 Ord Mar 28 


Evans, Ropegat, Blaenau Festiniog, Merioneth, Grocer | WiLKixsox, Jouw Awprew, Tipton, Stafford, Hairdresser 


Ord Mar 28 | West Bromwich Pet Mar 13 Ord Mar 29 


— ~~ cc Pamter Hereford PetMar | Hugues, Henry, Newcastle under Lyme, Grocer Hanley | Wivutams, Faroenick James, Tavistock, Devon, Grocer 
2 


Pet Mar 29 Ord Mar 19 


Ascover, Tom Mrzoan:, Goldthorpe, York, Newsagent Jaurs, WavTeR Ramon, Swansea, Ship Chandlers Swansea | Waaco, Caantes Wriitiam, 
ae 


Sheffield Pet Mar 28 Ord Mar 28 | Pet Mar 28 Ord 


Arzema, Jay, Upper Richmond rd, Putney, Printer Wands- | King, Sipvey Harry, Lm, 


worth Pet Mar27 Ord Mar 2? 

Baayett, Georas, Bargoed, Glam, Builder 
Tydfil Pet Mar28 Ord Mar 28 

Barxinonrs, ALBeat,Eowanp, Far Cotton, Northampton, 
Insurance Agent Northampton Pet Mar ld Ord 
Mar 29 

Braap, Atraev James, St George’s, Salop, Grocer Shrews- 
bury Pet Mar28 Ord Mar 28 

Brvex, Owex, Burry Port, Carmarthen, sees Repairer 
Carmarthen Pet Mar 29 wrd Mar 29 

Buzaspate, Recivatp Epwin Micuaegt, Nuneaton, | 


Pet Mar 29 Ord Mar 29 
Merthyr ” “ “ 


Edmonton Pet Mar 27 





| High Court Pet Mar 29 
man Huddersfield Pet 


Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 
Martuews, Atraep James, 


hp Stationer Coventry Yet Mar 20 Uid! Meramt, Frepertck Hazixwoop, 

ar 

Buawett, Watrer Ricaarp Grorer, Bristol, General | Mill, Sheffield, Grocers 
Grocer Bristol Pet Mar 27 Ord Mar 27 Mar 29 


Burt, Hesee Atraep Victor, Arran rd, Catford, Wine | Mo:yseux, Farp, Cadishead, Lancs, Photographer Sal- 
Pet Mar 27 Uid ford Pet Mar 27 Ord Mar 27 12.15 


Merchant’s Ulerk Greenwich 


KcusmA.taskt, Mavaice Lovis, Brook House, Tottenham 
Lewis, Jonan Wiittams, Upper at, Islington, Fancy Draper 


| Lirrtewoop, Brook Eowarp, Thongsbridge, York, Seed- 


Builder Guildford Pet Mar 3 Ord Mar 28 


Menaarit, and Jouw Aataus Mearict, Woodhouse 


Plymouth Pet Mar27 Ord Mar 27 

Sheffield, Assurance Agent 

Barnsley Pet Mar 29 Ord Mar 29 

Amended Notice substituted for that published 

| in the London Gazette of Mar 24: 

| Pater, Rovent Emsuery, and Coaaces Jonw Curran, 
Hale, Chester, Builders Manchester Pet Feb 24 
Ord Mar 20 

| FIRST MEETINGS. 

Avuowp, Greoros Wittiam, Hessle, York, Tailor April 11 


Essex, Carman Chelmsford 


Ord Mar 27 


Ord Mar 29 


Mar 28 Ord Mar 28 


ARKLew, Georoe, Cannock, Stafford, Tailor Walsall | at 12 Off Rec, York City Bank combra, Lowgate, 


Hall 

Arzema, Jas, Upper Richmond rd, Patney, Printer April 
lu ati2 142, York rd, Westminster Brid 

| Baxer, Witttam, Bishops Tawton, Devon, | April 
liat3 4, High st, Barnstaple 

Baupe tt, Freperick Cxoss, Bungay, Suffolk, Baker 
April 8 at 12.30 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Barnett, Geonos, Bargoed, Glam, Builder April 12 at 

ff Kec, County Court, Town Hall, Merthyr 


Walton on Thames, Surrey, 


Hepisy ARxMITAGE 


Sheffield Pet Mar 29 Ord | 


Mar 27 Privrcer, Atpert, New Oxford st, Tobacco Pipe Manu- Tyduil 


Caywixetos, Antuus, Whitehall ct High Court Pet Dec 
16 Ord Mar 27 Scott, Cuaupe Amos, Lower 

Cnuurcuus, Epwin Brown, Aldersgate st, Glass Manufac- 
facturer’s 


27 ‘ Mar 29 Ord Mar 29 
om, Wituas, Wigan Wigan Pet Mar27 Ord | Syrra, Writram, 
Mar Ww 





facturer High Court Pet Mario Ord Mar 29 


Innkeeper Banbury Pet 
High Court Pet Mar9 Ord Mar Suarr, Anraur, Grays, Essex, Baker 


Castlemorton, 
Yorcester Pet Mar15 Ord Mar 28 


Beanp, Atyrep James, St George's, Salop, Grocer April 

Boddington, Northampton, 10 at 2.30 Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Mar27 Ord Mar 27 Boar, Hesen Acrasp Victron, Catford, Kent, Wine 

Chelmsford Pet Merchants’ Clerk April 10 at 11.30 182, York rd, 
Westminster Bridge rd 

Farmer | Cayxixcrox, Axtavux, Whitehall court April 11 at 1% 


Worcester, 
Bankruptcy bigds, Carey st 
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Cavacnuvs, Eowtx Brown, Alderagate st, Glass ‘Manufac- 
turers’ Manager April 11 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey at 

ConsTrawTixe, April 13 at 3 19, Ex- 

change st, 

Witttam Heway, Shirley, 

Merchant April 10 at 12 0 

chmbre, High st, Southampton 

Daves, Cuantes Heway, Hitcham, Suffolk, 
April 11 at 2.15 Off Ree, 36, Princes st, Ispwi 

Fantey, Haaay, Herve Bay, Kent, Coal Merchant 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Garrrirus, Joux Bowmay, "Live spool, Plumber April 11 at 
12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Harneaway, Jouw Bowpes, Homefiel ird, Chiswick April 
10 ati2 14, Bedford row 

Haretsox, WitttamM Groroe Braxyxtx, Brynmenin, Glam, 
Collier April 10 at3 117, 5t Mary st, Cardiff 

Heanp, Heanent James Mowzani, High rd, Wood Green, 
Schoolmaster April ll at12 14, Bedford row 

Lannacestien, Jouw Heway, Speen, Newbury, Dental Sur- 
geon AprilS atil2 1, St Aldate’s Oxford 

Lewis, Jowan Writtiame, Upper st, Islington, Fancy 
Drapet Aprilllatl Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Marraxwa, Atrarp James, Walton on Thames, Surrey, 
Builder April flat 11.30 152, York rd,, ‘Westminster 
Bridge rd 

Motywevx, Faep, Catishead, Lancs, Photographer 
8 at 11.30 (ff Ree, Byrom at, Manchester 

Privseer, ALBERT, New Oxford st, Pipe Manufacturer 
April 13 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Paatr, Husert Bevan, Oxtord, Working Electrician April 
at 12 1, St Aldate’s, Oxtord 

Roweers, Wittsam Jones, Blaenau Festiniog, Merioneth, 
Mason Aprili2 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 
Chester 

Surru, Joux, Norwich, 
King «t, Norwich 

Surrn, Wieoram, 
April 11 at 11.30 
cester 

Srevews, Witttam Amos, Halstead, Essex April 21 at 11 

Cups Hotel, Colchester 

Sreveseow, Martugw Stvcrare, Palmerston House, Old 
Broad st April 12 atl Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Wanrnurtos, Tuomas, Frodsham, Cheshire, Cattle Dealer 
April8atli Off Ree, Byrom st, Manchester 

Wartxrxs, Joanva, Blaenavon, Mon, Innkeeper April 8 at 
11.30 Off Ree, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

Warares, Ruve Portier, Tredegar, Mon, Master Bootmaker 
April 8 at 11 Off Ree, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 
Mon 

Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Mar 3: 

Jouxsox, E M, Stoke upon Trent, Merchant April 10 at 

11.30 Off Rec, King «et, Newcastle under Lyme 


ADJU DICATIONS. 
Norwich, Grocer Norwich Pet Mar 29 


Wituas, Wigan 
Bolton 

Cox Southampton, Corn 
ff Reo, Midland Bank 


Farmer 


April 8 


Baker April 8 at 12 Off Ree, 8, 
Castlemorton, Worcester, Farmer 
Off Ree, 11, Copenhagen st, Wor- 


Avcock, Heyry, 
Ord Mar 29 
Atmoxp, Groror Writtam, Hessle, York, Tailor 
ton upon Hull Pet Mar 4 Ord Mar 29 
Anparw, Tom, Ross, Hereford, Painter Hereford Pet 
Mar20 Ord Mar 20 
Ascoves, Tom Mircusgtt, 
Sheffield Pet Mar2?8 Ord Mar 28 
Arzema, Jax, Upper Richmond rd, Putney, 
Wandsworth Pet Mar2?7 Ord Mar 27 
Baawerr, Grorex, Bargoed, Glam, Builder Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet Mar 28 Ord Mar 28 
Beanp, Atraep James, 8t George's, Salop, Grocer Shrews- 
bury Pet Mar 28 Ord Mar 
Bevas, Owes, Burry Port, Carmarthen, Wagon 
Repairer Carmarthen Vet Mar 29 Ord Mar 29 
Bieaspate, Reomatp Epwis Micuagt, Nuneaton, 
BStationer Coventry Pet Mar29 Ord Mar 29 
Cattayper, Atexaspea, Hendon, Middlesex, Travelling 
Draper Barnet Pet Feb 27 Ord Mar 27 
Cavacuus, Eowts Browse, Aldersgate st, Glass Mapufac- 
turer's Manager High Oourt Pet Mar9 Ord Mar 29 
Cowstaxtine, Wittiam, Wigan Wigan Pet Mar27 Ord 
Mar 27 
Witttam 


Kings- 


. 
Goldthorpe, York, Newsagent 
Printer 


Heway, Shirley, Southampton, Corn 
Merchant Southampton Pet Mar22 Ord Mar 29 
Dey, Henneat, St Thomas, Exeter, Plumber Exeter 
Pet Mar 27 Ord Mar 27 
Dixow, Aterat, Great Grimaby, 
Pet Mar 28 Ord Mar 28 
Durrert, James, Keynsham, Somerset, Horse Dealer 
Bristol Pet Mar?4 Ord Mar 27 

Evwanvs. Joux, jun, Bristol, Hatter Bristol Pet Mar 27 
Ord Mar 27 

Evans, Ronext, Blaenau Festiniog, Merioneth, 
Vortmadoe Pet Mar28 Ord Mar 2 

Gvuawey, Josern Eooaa, Loose, Kent, Millboard Manufac- 
turer Maidstone Pet Mar13 Ord Mar 27 

Heanv, Henseat Janes Mowzant, High rd, Wood Green, 
Schoolmaster Edmonton Pet Mar23 Ord Mar 27 

Hvuonss, Hewny, Newcastle under Lyme, Grocer Hanley 
Pet Mar 20 Ord Mar 29 

James, Watrea Ramon, Swansea, Ship Chandler Swansea 
Pet Mar 28 Ord Mar 26 

Lirttewoop, Brook Epwarp, Holmfirth, Seedeman 
Huddersfield Pet Mar 28 Ord Mar 2 

Mace, James, Stockport, Cheshire, Timber Merchant 
Stockport Pet Maril Ord Mar 29 

Marxiew, Grornos, Cannock, Stafford, Tailor 
Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 

Motywevx, vane, tpemead, Lanes, Photographer Salford 
Pet Mar 27 Ord Mar 2 

Pocock, Epwaagp, Birmingham, Leather Merchant 
Kirmingham Pet Mar iO Ord Mar 28 

Scorr, CLaups Amos, Lower Boddington, Northampton, 
Innkeeeper Kanbury Pet Mer 27 Ord Mar 27 

Suasr, Agrava, Grays, ,.Eesex, Baker Chelmsford Pet 
Mar 20 Ord Mar 29 

Tremcetr, Aatuvus Rionaap, Sidmouth, Devon, Grocer 
Exeter Pet Mar 28 Ord Mar 2% 

Worcester, Beer Bottler 


Waren, Wiiuiam Francis Ceci, 
Worcester Pet Mar2i Ord Mar 2 


Cox 


Grocer Great Grimsby 


Grocer 


Walsall 


April 








Watror, Seame, Wrexham, Builder Weeshom Pet Mar 
8 Ord Mar: 

Weer, Jon~w Wittiam, Wolvercote, “Oxford, Licensed 
Victualler Oxford ‘Pet Mar 28 Ord Mar 28 

Warre, Wriitam, Burlescombe, Devon, Farmer Taanton 
Pet Mar 4 Ord Mar 28 

Wiittams, Faepeaice James, Tavistock, Devon, Grocer 
Plymouth Pet Mar27 Ord Mar 27 

Wrace, Coasters Witt, Sheffield, Assurance Agent 
Barnsley Pet Mar 29 Ord Mar 29 

ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 

Maraews, Apa, Swansea, Credit Draper Swansea Rec 

Ord July 8 Adjad Aug8 Annul and Rese Mar 21 


London Gazette.—Turspay, April 4. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

ALLEN, JOHuN, Brimfield, Hereford, Wheelwright Kidder- 
minster Pet Mar 30 Ord Mar 3) 

APPLETON, GEORGE, Maidstone, Licensed Victualler Maid- 
stone Pet Mar 31 Ord Mar 31 

BRAMWELL, WILLIAM HENRY, Walsgrave on Sowe, War- 
wick, Builder Coventry Pet April 1 Ord April 1 

DENNY, ELIZABETH REID, Knightsbridge HighCourt Pet 
Mar 31 Ord Mar 41 

Dyer-Youne, J B, Queen's sq, Bloomsbury, Financial 
Agent High Court Pet Jan 3 Ord Mar 31 

FINNIGAN, THOMAS B, Hotel Metropole, Charing Cross 
—— Court Pet Marl0 Ord Mar 31 

FIX, WILLIAM PHILLIP CHRISTOPHER, Princes rd, Notting 
Hill, Journeyman Baker High Court Pet’ Mar 30 
Ord Mar 30 

FoGWILL, FRANK, Worship st, Finsbury, Hide and Skin 
Merchant High Court Pet Mar10 Ord Mar 3 

Groner, EpWARD HENRY, Great Grimsby, Trimmer on a 
Fishing Vessel Great Grimsby Pet Mar3l1 Ord Mar 


HAIGH, WILLIAM HENRY, Wath upon Dearne, Yorks, 
Rope and Twine Manufacturer Barnsley Pet Mar 30 
Ord Mar 20 

HARRIS, HENRY GeorGr, Northumberland Park, Totten- 
ham, Market Gardener Edmonton Pet Mar30 Ord 
Mar 30 

HATRY, HENRIETTE ELLEN, Belsize pk, Hampstead High 
Court Pet Jan4 Ord Mar 3) 

HORROCKS, SAMUEL, Bolton, Fried Fish Dealer Bolton 
Pet Mar 31 Ord Mar 31 

HOUGHAM, THOMAS WILLIAM, Ramsgate, 
Canterbury Pet Mar 31 Ord Mar 31 

Jessop, JoserH ARTHUR, Wakefield, Baker 
Pet Feb 27 Ord Mar 30 

LaMB, THomAs, Cardiff, Licensed Victualler 
Mar 30 Ord Mar 30 

LEATHER, WILLIAM, Liverpool, Pianoforte Dealer 
pool Pet Mar3l Ord Mar 31 

Lowk, WILLIAM CHARLES, Oval rd, 
Croydon Pet Mar3i Ord Mar 31 

MARSH, JOSEPH, Hartshill, Stoke upon Trent, Metal Mer- 
chant Stoke upon Trent Pet Mari16 Ord Mar 80 

MORGAN, RICHARD, jun, Kingtop, Hereford, Builder 
Leominster Pet Mar 31 Ord Mar 81 

NICHOLAS, JOSEPH ROBERT, Breage, Cornwall, Carpenter 
Truro fet April 1 Ord April 1 

Nose, Ropert WILLIAM, Rushden, Northampton, 
Shoe Manufacturer Northampton Pet Aprill Ord 
April 1 

OsBoRNE, BROWNLOW, Botley, Southampton 
Gardener Southampton Pet Mars0 Ord 

PaDMORE, AUGUSTA Louisa, Southbourne, Bournemouth, 
Art Needlework Factor Poole Pet Mar 30 Ord 
Mar 30 

Picton, WILLIAM, Swansea, Baker Swansea Pet Mar 30 
Ord Mar 3. 

STICKLEY, JOHN WILLIAM, Kingston upon Hull, Joiner 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Mar 3l Pet Mar 31 

SUGARR, Epwakb, Buckley rd, Brondesbury High Court 
Pet Maré Ord Mar 30 

WARDELL, JOHN WILLIAM, Chesterfield, Derby, Con. 
fectioner Chesterfield Pet Mar 31 @rd April 1 


FIRS’ MEETINGS. 

ApoocK, Henry, Norwich, Grocer April 12 at 3.30 Off 
Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

AscovueH, Tom MITCHELL, Goldthorpe, York, Newsagent 

April 12 at12 Off Reo, Figtree in, Sheffield 

Beaton, E D, Abingdon on Thames, Berks April 13 at 12 
1, St Aldate’ 8, Oxford 

BEVAN, OWEN, Burry Port, Carmarthen, Wagon Repairer 
April 12 at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

BLEASDALE, REGINALD EDWIN MIC HAKL, Nuneaton, 
Warwick, Stationer April 12 at 11 Off Rec, 8, High 
at, Coventry 

BURNELL, WALTER RICHARD GeoroR, Bristol, General 
Grocer Aprill2ati12 Off Rec, 26, Baidwin st, Bristol 

CHURCH, EDWARD HENRY, Midsomer, Norton, Somerset, 
Stud Groom April 12 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin 
st, Bristol 

DALLIMORE, WALTER Lovis, Buckland Saint Mary, 
Somerset, Farmer April 12 at 3.15 10, Hammet 
st, Taunton 

DENNY, ELIZABETH REID, Knightsbridge April 12 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Dry, HERBERT, Exeter, Piumber April 12 at 10.30 Off 
Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

DYER- Touma, J B, Queen's sq, Bloomsbury, Financial 
Agent April 12at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

EDWARDS, JOHN, jun, Bristol, Hatter April 12 at 11.45 
Off Rec, 26, idwin st, Bristol 

EVANS, ROBERT, Blaenau Festiniog, Merioneth, Grocer 
April 13 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

FINNIGAN, THOMAS &, Hotel Metropule, Charing Cross, 
April 18at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

FIx, WILLIAM PHILLIP CHRISTOPHER, Princes rd, Notting 
hill, Journeyman Baker April 12 at 1 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 

FOGWILL, FRANK, Worship st, Finsbury, Hide Merchant 
April 13 atll Bankruptcy bligs, Carey st 

Grorck, EDWARD HENRY, Great Grimsby, Trimmer 
April 13 at 10.30 Off Kec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great 
Grimsby 


Bootmaker 
Wakefield 
Cardiff Pet 
Liver- 


Croydon, Butchér 


, Market 
Mar 30 





Hiaicu, WILLIAM HENRY, Wath upon 
Rope Manufacturer April 13 at 1, Dearne =? 
Regent st, Barnsley 

HATRY, HENRIETTE ELLES, Belsize’ pk, Hampstead 

April 13 at 11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

HuGHeEs, HENRY, Newcastle under Lyme, Grocer April 
12 at 11.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

JAMES, WALTER RAMON, Swansea, Ship Chandler April 
12 at 11 Off Rec, Goverament bidgs, St Mary st, 
Swansea 

LITTLEWOOD, Brook EDWARD, Tho: 
man April 13 at 2.15 Law Soc 
Arcade, New st, Huddersfield 

MACE, JAMES, Stockport, Cheshire, Timber Merchant 
April 12 at 11.30 Off Rec, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 

NEVE, ALBERT, St Leonards on . wolicitor April 12 at 
12 County Court offices, 24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 

OSBORNE, BROWNLOW, Botley, Southampton, Market 
Gardener April 12 at 12 Off Rec, Midland Bank 
chmbrs, High st, Southampton 

PaDMORE, AvGusTa Louisa, Southbourne, Bournemouth, 
Art Needlework Factor April 12 at 12.30 Off Ree, 
Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, Southampton 

Picton, WILLIAM RICHARD, Swansea, Baker April 13 at 
11 Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary's st, Swansea 

PROWSE, SAMUEL, Holbeton, nr Plymouth, Builder 
April 13 at 3.15.7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

ROGERSON, JOSHUA, Handforth, Cheshire April 12 at 11 
uff Rec, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 

SMITH, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Dorchester, Dorset, Baker 
April 13 at 1 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 
Salisbury 

STICKNEY, JOHN WILLIAM, Kingston upon Hull, Joiner 
April12 at 12 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Low- 
gate, Hull 

SrorgeR, ROBERT JOHN MAYNARD, pees, Motor Car 
Proprietor April 13 atll Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, 
—_ 

SUGARE, EDWARD, Buckley rd, Brondesbury April 13 at 
12 ‘Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

TREMLETT, ARTHUR RICHARD, Sidmouth,! Devon, Grocer 
April 12 at 10.80 Off Rec, Bedford circus, Exeter 

WaALton, JOSEPH, Wrexham, Builder April 12ati12 The 
Priory, Wrexham 

WILKINSON, JOHN ANDREW, Tipton, Stafford, Hairdresser 
April 13 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 

WILLIAMS. FREDERICK JAMES, Tavistock, Devon, Grocer 
April 13 at 3.30 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

WRaGG, CHARLES WILLIAM, Sheffield, Assurance Agent 
April 13 at 10.30 Of Ree,7, Regent st, Barnsley 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ALLEN, JOHN, Brimfield, Hereford, Whedtuntgns Kidder- 
minster Pet Mar30 Ord Mar 30 

APPLETON, GEORGE, Maidstone, Licensed Victualler 
Maidstone Pet Mar 31 Ord Mar 31 

ARMOND, GEORGE CHARLES, Potton, Beds, Market Gar- 
dener Bedford Pet Feb 28 Ord Aprill 

BLuNT, Harry W, Breedon on the Hill, Leicester, Stud 
Farm Proprietor Leicester Pet Feb2 Ord April 1 

BRAMWELL, WILLIAM HEnRY, Walagrave on Sowe, War- 
wick, Builder agg Pet Aprill Ord Aprill 

Bruck, EDWARD KING, WILLIAM GEORGE BRUCE, and 
CHARLES JAMES Bruce, jun, Epsom, a Green- 
grocers Croydon Pet Mar 8 Ord Mar 29 

Burt, HEBER ALFRED VICTOR, Catford, Kent, Wine 
Merchant's Clerk Greenwich Pet Mar27 Ord Mar 81 

Fix, WILLIAM PHILLIP CFRISTOPHER, Princes rd, Notting 
Hill, Journeyman Baker High Court Pet Mar 30 
Ord ‘Mar 30 

Groreck, EDWARD HENRY, Great Grimsby, 
Great Grimsby Pet Mar31 Ord Mar 31 

Halon, WILLIAM HENRY, Wath upon Dearne, Yorks, 
Rope Manufacturer Barnsley Pet Mar 30 Ord Mar 


bridge, York, Seeds- 
ety’s Room, Imperial 


Trimmer 


0 

HALLAMORE, EpwWIn HockiIne, Queen Victoria st, 
Accountant High Court Pet Jani17 Ord Mar 30 

HARRIS, HENRY GEORGE, Tottenham, sees Gardener 
Edmonton Pet Mar 40 Ord Mar 

Howers, W Jones, Catford,- Kent Builder Greenwich 
Pet Jan il Ord Mar 28 

HORROCKS, SAMUEL, Bolton, Lancs,' Fried Fish Dealer 
Bolton Pet Mar3l Pet Mar 31 

HoveHaAM, THOMAS WILLIAM, Ramsgate, Bootmaker 
Canterbury Pet Mar3l Ord Mar 31 

KLEMANTASKI, MAURITZ a Tottenham Edmonton 
Pet Mar2 Ord Mar 

LaMB, THOMAS, Cardiff, | Victualler Cardiff Pet 
Mar 30 Ord Mar 30 

LEATHER, WILLIAM, Liverpool, Pianoforte Dealer Liver- 

Pet Mar 31 urd Mar 31 

Lewis, JONAH WILLIAMS, a ol st, ee. Fancy 
Draper High Court Pet Mar 

NICHOLAS, JOSEPH ROBERTS, Breag ounuel Carpenter 
Truro Pet Aprill Ord a 

Nosie, JOHN WILLIAM, Rushden, Shoe Manufacturer 
Northampton Pet Aprill Ord Aprill 

OSBORNE, BROWNLOW, By Southampton, Market 
G et Mar 30 Ord Aprill 

PaDMORK, Secon Louls, Southbourne, Bournemouth, 
Art Needlework Factor Poole Pet Mar 30 





Swansea, Baker Swansea 
Wor- 


Mar 30 
Picton, WILLIAM RICHARD, 
Pet Mar Ord Mar 80 
SuirH, WILLIAM, Castlemorton, Worcester, Farmer 
cester Pet Mari5 Ord Mar 29 
SoaME, Sir CHARLES B La Dawley,Salop Shrewsbury Pet 
Dec 30 Ord Mar3 
STICKNEY, JOHN wnat, Kingston w Hull, Joiner 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Mar 31 Mar 31 
RoBeRT JOHN MAYNARD, Liverpool, 
etor Liverpool Pet Mars Or hw F Ane 1 


STORER, 
Car 

VIVIAN, Huasua, Knigh High 
Court 


WHITE, FREDERICK JosEPH AUGUSTUS, Mss a st, 
Stock Dealer High Court Pet Feb4 Ord 











